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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
Race is one of the most powerful variables explaining public attitudes toward the police
(Skogan, 2006). The majority of studies on race and attitudes toward the police have concluded
generally that African Americans are less satisfied with the police than Whites. The emphasis on
Black-White comparisons when looking at attitudes has left unanswered many questions about
differences across minority groups, especially attitudinal differences between Hispanics/Latinos
and African Americans (Martinez, 2007). For example, do Hispanics and African Americans
have similar views of the police? Are there similarities and differences in regards to the variables
that affect the respective attitudes of Hispanics and African Americans toward the police? Is
there an overall difference in the attitudes toward police held by White, African American, and
Hispanic juveniles? Are there age and gender differences in the attitudes toward police held by
White, African American, and Hispanic juveniles? Those are just a couple of the questions that
have gone unanswered in reference to African American and Hispanic groups as it concern their
attitudes toward police.
Historically, African Americans and Hispanics/Latinos have had little in common with
each other, beside than their membership in a subordinate class (Schaefer, 2006). On the other
hand, while both groups have competed against each other for jobs, housing, and other resources,
social and political pundits have observed that in some areas both groups have mutual interests
that include fear of crime, safety in neighborhoods, and the way in which they are treated by
police officers (Skogan And Hartnett, 1997). Because of the need for updated and current
scholarly research on these two groups, this study will determine what variables (race, age,
gender, class, self-esteem, prior victimization, contact with police, neighborhood context,
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parental authority, commitment to school, involvement to delinquency, and involvement in prosocial activities) affect the attitudes of African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ toward
the police.
PURPOSE
Politicians, community activists, social scientists, and sociologists have paid close
attention to the relationship between police and citizens. Many researchers have explored the
attitudes of adults towards the police and then generalized these findings to youths. However,
few studies have examined the attitudes juveniles hold toward the police and the consequences
such attitudes have on the relationship between police and juveniles. More importantly, of the
existing studies on the relationship between the public and the police, most have failed to access
the attitudes of minorities in more than one racial category. The emphasis of previous research
on Black-White comparisons has left many questions unanswered about differences in minority
groups’ attitudes toward the police, especially between Latinos and African Americans
(Martinez, 2007; Cheurprakobkit, 2000; Culver, 2004; and Correia 2010). In addition, relatively
few studies have examined immigrants’ perceptions of the criminal justice system or the police
(Correia 2010). It is a known fact that in the United States, Hispanics/Latinos constitute the
largest and fastest-growing minority population (Schaefer 2006). Therefore, in instances where
minority groups’ attributes vary no longer can they be combined to form one “non-White” group
and used for statistical analysis. In light of the limitations in existing literature, that is, (1)
Juveniles’ attitudes toward the police not receiving much research attention, (2) Blacks and
Hispanics racial categories not being separated into two distinct categories in statistical analyses,
and (3) Hispanic juveniles being ignored in scholarly research, the purpose of this study is to
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determine the different attitudes of African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ toward the
police and the reasons for possible differences in racial/ethnic attitudes.
In fulfillment of the purpose stated above, this study will use secondary data collected
between 2004 and 2005 by primary researcher Finn-Aage Esbensen and his research team. The
data set chosen is entitled “Outcome Evaluation of the Teens, Crime, and the
Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) Training Program in Nine Cities across Four States,
2004-2005.” The Teens, Crime, and the Community and Community Works (TCC/CW)
program, was a collaborative effort by the National Crime Prevention Council (NCPC) and
Street Law, Inc., developed in an effort to reduce adolescent victimization. The data and the
results of their evaluation are stored at the Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social
Research (ICPSR), which is part of the Institute for Social Research at the University of
Michigan (data set No. 25865 in this archive). These data are instrumental in answering the
following research questions concerning African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles:


What are juveniles’ overall attitudes toward police?



Do Blacks and Hispanics hold similar or different attitudes toward police?



Are variables such as race, gender, age, class, prior police contact, prior
victimization, and neighborhood context still found to be determinants of
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, like they are in previous studies?



Does commitment to school, involvement in delinquent activity, and respect for
parental authority determine juveniles’ attitudes toward police?



Which variables explain the most variance in juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police?
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OVERVIEW OF THE STUDY
This proposal consists of several chapters. Chapter Two features an extensive review of
the relevant literature on the determinants of the public’s attitudes toward the police. I discuss
empirical findings on the effect, impact, or influence on attitudes toward the police of variables
such as: race, age, gender, class, contact with police, neighborhood characteristics
(neighborhood’s safety, neighborhood’s appearance, and neighborhood involvement), prior
victimization, commitment to school, involvement in delinquent activity, parental authority. I
conclude Chapter Two by summarizing highlights within the literature.
Chapter Three introduces the theoretical framework for the study and outlines the two
theories that will be utilized to help explain findings: social bond theory and conflict theory.
Chapter Three also presents the hypotheses for the study.
Chapter Four presents the research methods of this study. It describes the secondary data
set (“Outcome Evaluation of the Teens, Crime, and the Community/Community Works
(TCC/CW) Training Program in Nine Cities across Four States, 2004-2005”) used for analysis in
this project. Chapter Four then provides detailed information about the independent and
dependent variables of this study. Also, detailed information is provided (overview, data used,
and findings) about a 2006 study (“A Juvenile’s Perspective: Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the
Police” (Lake, 2006) which is the first part of this pilot study that resulted with the composition
of a master’s thesis and will be used to compare/contrast the proposed study’s findings. Chapter
Four concludes with a comparison of similar measurements used in the 2006 study and the 2012
proposed study.
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SUMMARY
Race/ethnicity has been found to be one of the most salient factors in predicting attitudes
toward the police. Very little, however, is known about minorities’ attitudes toward the police
and specifically, whether what we know about factors that shape attitudinal similarities and
differences between Whites and African Americans can be applied to Hispanics. This study is
designed to fill this void. It aims at comprehensively studying the attitudes of minority juveniles
(specifically, Blacks and Hispanics) toward the police, and how those minority attitudes compare
to White juveniles’ attitudes. These ethnic groups have vastly different historical, cultural, and
social backgrounds from those of their White counterparts in the U.S. (Cheurprakobkit, 2000).
Historically, Blacks were brought to America as slaves, defined and treated as second class
citizens, and were subject to enforcement practices by police that made everyday living difficult.
On the other hand, Hispanics who immigrated to the U.S. constantly deal with issues of
immigration and deportation from law enforcement, and are seen as a threat to Whites and
Blacks for employment and other resources. A study of this kind is very timely and highly
important considering the rapid growth and enormous potential Hispanic/Latino immigration into
the U.S. and immigration being the subject of many heated debates across the country today
(Schaefer, 2006). The findings from this study can significantly expand the existing literature on
race and attitudes toward the police/policing in general. In addition, results from this study could
direct policy makers and police administrators to develop policing strategies and field tactics that
can facilitate positive communication between police and minority juveniles (specifically, Blacks
and Hispanics).
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CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE PROJECT
This project is extremely important because results from this project will serve to add and
update the existing literature on the topic. Frank et al. (1996) pointed out that, since most of the
previous studies were conducted, considerable changes have occurred in policing in the
residential social context (the context within which urban police agencies operate). The most
notable change has been an increased representation of African Americans and other minorities
in urban communities (Correis, 2010). Thus, this study’s emphasis on analyzing African
Americans, Hispanics, and Whites’ attitudes will provide valuable new information. Information
will be revealed as to whether there are similarities or differences in overall attitudes toward
police and whether there are similarities or differences in what affects the attitudes of minorities
(specifically, African Americans and Hispanics) toward police. As importantly, in simply
analyzing Hispanics, this study will be one of few that provide an analysis of one of the largest
and fastest growing minority populations in the U.S. While police attention to African American
youths is frequent and familiar, little is known about how Hispanic youths respond to the
police—perhaps in part because their experiences with the police are assumed to be less common
than African Americans’ (Lurigio et. al, 2009).
Unlike other studies, this project also will look at independent variables that have not
received much attention in previous research on the topic, such as juveniles’ prior victimization
and neighborhood characteristics, as noted by Hurst and Frank (2000). In addition, limited
research has been conducted that analyzes the effect of social institutions on juveniles’ attitudes
toward police. Specifically, this project will add and update the literature as it relates to
commitment to school and involvement in delinquent activity. Further, the project will add to the
sparse knowledge on whether respect for parental authority affects minority juveniles’ attitudes
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toward the police. The research on these variables needs to be expanded so that we can assess the
effects of these variables on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. Self-esteem has not received
any attention in prior research either and, thus, will be analyzed in this study. Studying selfesteem will allow me to see if it has an impact on juveniles’ attitudes toward police. There are
many ways in which this research project will add valuable and updated information to the
limited, outdated research on juveniles’ attitudes towards the police.
Lastly, this study’s findings will be compared to findings from a smaller body of work
that was completed in 2006 (A Juveniles Perspective: Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police, by
Lake (2006). This comparison will allow me to see if variables that were determinants of
attitudes toward the police in my Master’s thesis work will still hold true in my dissertation
work, or whether the landscape of this topic has changed. In addition, due to the fact that the data
for both projects was collected by the same principal investigator (Esbensen, Finn-Aage), this
project affords me the ability to see if different measurements of the same variables have an
effect on the variables that affect juveniles’ attitudes.
LIMITATIONS OF STUDY
While this study will provide valuable information on the attitudes of African American,
Hispanic, and White juveniles toward the police, there are limitations that must be
acknowledged. The limitations are similar to those studies that use data collected from public
school surveys. The survey was administered in a public school; therefore, there is an exclusion
of students from private, vocational, and alternative schools. Because students in private schools
may have different experiences with the police, their attitudes may likewise be different. Thus,
determinants of attitudes may not be the same. Also, students that had dropped out of school or
who were juvenile delinquents in detention facilities at the time of the study were not included.
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Those juveniles under state custody may have experienced significantly different social and
economic experiences than other juveniles. The juveniles who dropped out of school might have
a negative attitude toward the police because they may see police as problem makers instead of
problem solvers. These are issues that will be left unresolved. Only the schools that were
offering the Teens, Crime, and the Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) program were
included. Because of the schools selected and the location (nine in Arizona, one in New Mexico,
two in Massachusetts, and three in South Carolina) of these schools, the sample is not
representative of students across the nation and strong generalizations cannot be made to the
entire adolescent population.
From a data perspective, the data that will be used were not designed with my purpose in
mind of determining the foundations of African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’
attitudes toward the police. Since the data used will be secondary data (i.e., collected by and for
someone for another purpose) no new or differently measured variables could be created for this
study. If additional variables were discovered while composing the literature review, there is no
way to measure or analyze these variables. This study also has a limitation that has plagued
almost all other existing research on public attitudes toward the police: -it mainly examined
citizen-related factors, such as citizens’ demographic characteristics, experiences, and
neighborhood contexts. No matter how complicated such studies may be, they tend to reveal only
half of the picture. For example, they reveal the public or citizens’ side of the story, while
ignoring the other half of the picture-- the police side. In addition, while some previous research
and this current study do examine the role that police-citizen contacts play in shaping juveniles’
attitudes of the police, many other factors, such as officer demeanor during police-citizen
encounters, officers’ perceptions of the public, police training in community policing (especially
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as it relates to dealing with minority communities), and departmental policies, strategies for
policing, and police culture were not included but need to be considered. No research project is
complete, however. Putting aside these limitations, results of this the project can advance the
literature on African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
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CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

Introduction
A good deal of research has explored the public’s perceptions of the police. However,
most studies have focused exclusively on the attitudes of adults. Comparatively, little research
has been done concerning the determinants of juvenile attitudes toward the police (Borrero,
2001; Frank et al., 1996; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al., 2000; Leiber et al., 1998; Taylor et
al., 2001; Webb & Marshall, 1995). As a matter of fact, even less literature exists that employs a
theoretical framework in order to better understand juveniles’ attitudes toward the police and
other authority figures in their lives. In fact, one can safely say that juvenile attitudes toward
police and other authority figures are a relatively unexplored topic of research. Only within the
last few years have researchers tried to expand the literature and make concerted efforts to
examine the complexity of this subject (see, for example, Amorso and Ware 1983; Hurst and
Frank 2000; Levy 2001; & Taylor et al. 2001). This gap in the research is very unfortunate
because there is a lack of understanding of what determines juveniles’ attitudes toward law
enforcement. In addition, because of the lack of research concerning juveniles’ attitudes
politicians, social scientists, and police administrators have made the mistake of generalizing
findings from the adult literature to youths.
Although juveniles have not received much attention, research on citizen attitudes toward
the police was initiated during the 1960s (Bayley & Mendohlson, 1969; Boggs & Galliher, 1975;
Campbell & Schuman, 1969; Piliavin & Briar, 1964; President’s Commission on Law
Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 1967; Zeitz, 1965). Much of this research was
initiated by the President’s Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice
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(1967) because of the social unrest occurring throughout the country. It has been argued that the
social unrest during this time period was due to police practices (Goldstein, 1977) that
contributed to racial riots in Los Angeles, Miami, and Detroit (Hahn, 1971). These events and
the research initiated by the President’s Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of
Justice have resulted in three decades of research focusing on citizen attitudes toward the police.
The Commission found that from the complaints filed against police, there was a problem in the
relationship between police and ghetto dwellers (President’s Commission on Law Enforcement
and Administration of Justice, 1967).
Prior research has examined the relationship between citizen characteristics such as
gender, race, age, and attitudes toward the police. Some researchers have suggested that
individual characteristics are not the best predictors of citizen attitudes toward the police.
Jesilow, Meyer, and Namazzi (1995) claimed that perceptions of the police are not closely
related to factors such as race, gender, or even length of residence, but rather the neighborhood
or community within which one resides is an important predictor of attitudes toward the police.
In their update of Decker’s (1981) review of research on citizen attitudes toward the police,
Brown and Benedict (2002) however found that race and age are important, and contact with the
police and neighborhood are the most consistent predictors of citizen attitudes toward the police.
More recent research has found that the relationship between neighborhood context and
socioeconomic status are important to an understanding of attitudes toward the police.
Nevertheless from the literature that exists, the common independent variables used to access
juveniles’ attitudes have been race, gender, age, previous contacts with the police, class, different
neighborhood contexts, and prior victimization.1 In most studies that analyze the attitudes of

1

Examples of this include the following studies: Brandl et al. (1994), Cao et al. (1996), Decker (1981), Fine,
Freudenberg, Payne, Perkins, Smith, & Wanzer (2003), Frank et al. (1996), Griffiths & Winfree (1977), Hurst &
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juveniles, many employ a dependent variable that is created from a scale item ranging from three
to ten questions to form a composite variable on perceived behavior and characteristics of police
using a Likert-type scale (from strongly agree to strongly disagree) to measure responses.
Examples of items used to construct the dependent variable of prior studies include questions
like police: are smart, really try to help you when you are in trouble, are honest, are rude, are
hard working, are friendly, and are respectful.
The questions mentioned above have been grouped together in many prior studies to form
the variable attitudes toward the police and run through several statistical tests along with the
independent variables to test the researchers’ hypotheses. One of the most used statistical
procedures done to study the topic of attitudes toward the police at the multivariate level is
regression analysis, specifically ordinary least squares regression (OLS). This statistical test is
used to analyze the effect that each individual independent variable has on a respondent’s overall
attitude toward the police (dependent variable) while controlling for all of the remaining
independent variables in the model. In looking at the prior research on this topic, most studies
analyze this topic quantitatively using surveys and questionnaires to collect data from
respondents. Nearly all of the previous research has been conducted in majority White settings
(Howell, Perry, and Vile, 2004). Therefore, the research has taken place in cities that were
composed of majority White residents and probably policed by a department that resembles its
majority residents. Prior research has normally concentrated on analyzing what affects the
attitudinal differences toward police between Blacks and Whites. Past studies have used the
category of minority to group all minorities and analyzed them as “non-White.” This emphasis
on Black-White comparisons has left unanswered many questions about differences in minority

Frank (2000), Hurst et al. (2000), Jesilow, Meyer, & Namazzi (1995), Leiber et al. (1998), Lowe & Alston (1981),
Murty et al. (1990), Peek et al. (1995), Percy (1986), Smith & Hawkins (1973), and Taylor et al. (2001)
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group attitudes toward the police, especially the attitudinal differences between Latinos and
African Americans (Martinez, 2007).
In general, what is known about attitudes toward police is that, overall, people have
positive attitudes toward the police. However when looking at attitudes by race, Whites hold
more favorable attitudes toward the police than non-Whites (e.g., Taylor et al., 2001). Leiber et
al. (1998) found that members of the lower class were more likely than others to harbor negative
attitudes toward the type of authoritative behavior control personified by the police. Regarding
gender, women generally hold a more positive view of police than males (Cao et al., 1996).
Overall, young people have less favorable attitudes toward the police than do older adults
(Borrero, 2001; Cao et al., 1996; Decker, 1981; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al., 2000; Jesilow
et al., 1995; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Webb & Marshall, 1995). Lastly, prior victimization
affects juveniles’ attitudes when they hold police responsible for the victimization (Frank et al.,
1996).
Finally, the literature suggests many important reasons why researchers should examine
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. First, juveniles make up a significant portion of the
population subject to police contact and arrests (Hurst et al., 2000; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Leiber
et al., 1998; Snyder & Sickmund, 1996). Second, police are usually the first and only criminal
justice officials with whom juveniles have contact (Hurst & Frank, 2000). Finally, since the time
most of the studies on attitudes toward the police were conducted (the 1960s and 1970s),
considerable change has occurred in policing and in the social context in which urban police
agencies operate (Frank et al., 1996). For example, the racial composition of most communities
and towns has changed drastically (Hispanics becoming the new minority) and juveniles’
involvement in violent crimes has steadily increased. For example, the juvenile murder arrest
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rate in 2007 was 4.1 arrests per 100,000 juveniles ages 10 through 17, however, this was 24%
more than the 2004 low of 3.3 (Puzzanchera, 2009). It is for these reasons that this study seeks
to analyze what are determining factors of minorities’ (i.e., African Americans’ and Hispanics’)
attitudes toward police. This study will also compare African American, Hispanic, and White
juvenile attitudes to determine the similarities and differences among juveniles’ attitudes.
Research on the Significance of Race, Gender, Age, and Class on
Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police
The following section discusses the results of previous research on the significance of
several important socio-demographic variables on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. The
variables, which are independently examined, are juveniles’ race, age, gender, and class.
Race
The relationship between race and citizens’ attitudes toward the police is by far the most
investigated demographic (Decker, 1981) and powerful (Skogan 2006) variable in research on
attitudes toward police. Leiber, Nalla, & Farnsworth (1998) found that respondents’ race was the
strongest predictor of attitudes concerning police fairness and discrimination. Leiber et al. (1998)
interviewed a randomly selected sample of 337 male juveniles within a racially stratified
population of known delinquents in one of four Iowa counties. Other researchers have agreed
that race is the most important variable when looking at attitudes toward the police. Sullivan,
Dunham, & Alpert (1987) reported that most studies found Blacks to be less favorable than
Whites in their judgments of different aspects of law enforcement, and some reported that race
was a more important predictor than age, gender, or socioeconomic status (class). Sullivan et al.
(1987) conducted interviews with a representative sample of adults and students (African
Americans, Anglo, and Cuban) from five different neighborhoods in Miami, Florida. Sullivan et
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al. (1987) used factor analysis to examine the participants’ attitudes toward police by looking at
officers’ demeanor, ethnicity, and the respondents’ neighborhood.
Whites and Asians hold significantly more favorable attitudes toward the police than do
African Americans (Taylor et al., 2001). Taylor et al. (2001) reached this conclusion after
exploring the attitudes of 5,477 eighth graders in 11 U.S. cities, using t tests, frequency tables,
and one-way analyses of variance (ANOVA) to analyze the data. In addition, Taylor et al. (2001)
used race, gender, and city of residence as the independent variables and a seven-item, Likerttype scale for the answer choices. The dependent variable asked students to answer whether they
“strongly agreed,” “agreed,” “neither agreed nor disagreed,” “disagreed,” or “strongly disagreed”
with the following statements: Police are honest; Most police officers are usually rude; Police are
hard working; Police are usually friendly; Police are courteous; Police are respectful toward
people like me; and Police are prejudiced against minority persons.
When looking at which group of juveniles has the least favorable attitudes toward police,
most research suggests that it is African Americans, at least when comparing Whites versus
Blacks. A fairly consistent research finding is that non-Whites (principally African Americans)
are less satisfied with police services than are Whites. Consequently, Whites generally have
more favorable attitudes toward the police (Cao, Frank, & Cullen,1996; Fine, Freudenberg,
Payne, Perkins, Smith, & Wanzer, 2003; Frank et al., 1996; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al.,
2000; Leiber et al., 1998; Peek et al., 1981; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Albrecht & Green, 1977;
Brown & Coulter, 1983; Campbell & Schuman, 1972; Correia, Reisig, & Lovrich, 1996; Davis,
1990; Decker, 1981; Decker & Smith, 1980; Erez, 1984; Flanagan & Vaughn, 1996; Jefferis,
Kaminski, Holmes, & Hanley, 1997; Kaminski & Jefferis, 1998; Mastrofski et al., 1998; Murty
et al., 1990; Peak et al., 1992; Reisig & Parks, 2000; Sampson & Jeglum-Bartusch, 1998;
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Scaglion & Condon, 1980; Skogan,1978; Thomas & Hyman, 1977; Tuch & Weitzer, 1997;
Walker, 1997; Webb & Marshall, 1995 ). Reports show that Black juveniles tend to view police
as hostile, negative, corrupt, unfair, and harsh, as Hurst and Frank (2000) found. Fine et al.
(2003) came to a similar conclusion in their study of 911 New York urban juveniles and young
adults (ages 16 to 21). Their respondents were stratified by race, ethnicity, gender, and borough
and asked juveniles about their experiences with, attitudes toward, and trust of adult surveillance
in communities and schools.
Although a majority of the research show that Blacks have a more negative attitude
toward the police when compared to their White counterparts, Frank, Brandl, Cullen, &
Stichman (1996) found the opposite. Frank et al. (1996) found that Blacks hold a more positive
attitude toward the police than Whites. Their results were concluded from data obtained through
a telephone survey of 560 residents of Detroit. Frank et al. (1996) collected data by using a
cluster sampling procedure in a predominately Black and poor area in the city of Detroit. They
used multivariate analysis to analyze three attitudes toward the police that household residents
over the age of 18 held: (a) global attitudes, (b) attitudes toward the job the police were doing in
maintaining order on the streets and sidewalks, and (c) attitudes toward the job the police were
doing in controlling the sale and use of drugs. In addition, they looked at demographic factors
such as gender, age, income, and education. It is important to note that during the conducting of
their study the social context of the city of Detroit had changed whereby, most of the local
government officials (mayor, city council, and etc.) and members of the police rank-and-file
were African American.
While most studies mentioned above indicate that Whites have a more favorable attitude
toward the police, some literature has begin to suggest that there are differences in attitudes
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among minority racial groups (Lurigio, Greenwood, & Flexon 2009 and Cheurprakobkit 2000).
Lurigio et al. (2009) found that Latino students had a more favorable attitude toward the police.
They concluded that Latinos were more likely than Blacks to remain respectful to police even in
the face of police disrespectfulness and Latinos’ prosocial views made youths more favorably
toward police than Blacks (Lurigio et al. 2009). Lurigio et al. (2009) reached these conclusions
after analyzing 943 surveys administered to students enrolled in 18 Chicago public schools. The
study consisted racially of 55 percent Black, 28 percent Latino, 7 percent White, and 3 percent
Asian. In addition, Cheurprakobkit (2000) found that Blacks had less favorable attitudes toward
the police than either Whites or English speaking and non-English speaking Hispanics.
Cheurprakobkit (2000) study examined the impact of police contacts and language spoken
(English versus Spanish) on citizens’ attitudes toward police performance. The data analysis was
based on a telephone survey of 251 residents in Odessa and Midland, Texas who had contact
with the police. Other findings that relate to Hispanics and their attitudes include: Hispanics are
in the middle ground between Whites and Blacks in rating attitudes toward police (Lasley 1994)
and Hispanics (1) evaluated police less favorably than the general public, (2) were more fearful
of crime than the general public, (3) felt that they received inadequate police protection (Carter,
1983), and (4) believed that officers had a negative attitude and discriminated against Hispanics
(Carter, 1985).
Research findings reported in the literature consistently show that race is a statistically
significant predictor of attitudes toward the police. More specifically, much research shows that
non-Whites consistently report more negative attitudes toward the police. Specifically, Blacks
appear to have an attitude toward the police that is less favorable than Whites and Hispanics.
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However there is little research on the exact variations in attitudes towards police across minority
juveniles, and thus more comparative research is needed.
Age
Age also appears to influence attitudes toward the police (Brown & Coulter, 1983; Cao,
Frank, & Cullen, 1996; Chandek, 1999; Chermak, McGarrell, & Weiss, 2001; Correia, Riesig, &
Lovrich, 1996; Huang & Vaughn, 1996; Jesilow et al., 1995; Kaminski & Jefferis, 1998; Koenig,
1980; Kusow, et al., 1997; Lasley, 1994; Marenin, 1983; Mastrofski, Parks, Reiss, & Worden,
1998; Murphy & Worrall, 1999; Murty, Roebuck, & Smith, 1990; Percy, 1980, 1986; Reisig &
Correia, 1997; Reisig & Giacomazzi,1998; Sampson & Jeglum-Bartusch, 1998; Schafer,
Huebner, & Bynum, 2003; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Thornton, 1975; Thurman & Reisig, 1996;
Worrall, 1999). Peek et al. (1981), in their analysis of a 1973 national poll of a probability
sample of non-institutionalized civilian Americans, found that while Blacks were less favorable
toward the police than any other racial group, age was a stronger predictor than race. Age is a
very common variable of interest in studies of public attitudes toward the police (Jesilow et al.,
1995). In general, young people have less favorable attitudes toward the police (Borrero, 2001;
Cao et al., 1996; Decker, 1981; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al., 2000; Jesilow et al., 1995;
Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Webb & Marshall, 1995). Jesilow et al. (1995) stated that older citizens
in their sample were more likely to say positive things about the police than were younger
respondents. The researchers conducted 538 interviews in Santa Ana, California, to determine
which of their variables (ethnicity, gender, age, education, length of residence, contact with
police, and neighborhood) were the best predictors of positive attitudes toward the police.
Hurst and Frank (2000) found that as people get older, they tend to believe that the police
play a legitimate role in protecting the status quo. The researchers examined the determinants of
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juveniles’ attitudes toward police, using surveys from 852 urban and suburban ninth-throughtwelfth-grade students in Cincinnati, Ohio. Using multivariate analysis, their study looked at age,
race, gender, school, victimization, and crime within/outside neighborhood, crime visible
within/outside of neighborhood, and police conduct and interactions with citizens. One of the
important findings in this context is that juveniles tended to report more negative attitudes
toward the police than did adults. Interestingly, Hurst, Frank, and Browning (2000) found that as
the age of juveniles increased their perceptions of the police became more positive.
In support of the fact that younger citizens have a more negative perception of police, Hurst and
Frank (2000) and Smith and Hawkins (1973) found that young people were more likely to have
negative police contact because they have higher victimization rates. Smith and Hawkins (1973)
cross-tabulated the citizens’ ages with the citizens’ colors to assess age and race differences
among their sample. Their study used data collected by a survey of 1,411 households in Seattle,
Washington, in 1968. They found that a majority of White juveniles held positive attitudes
toward police (61 percent), whereas most non-White juveniles’ views were negative (56
percent). In general, Hurst, McDermott, and Thomas (2005) found that juvenile girls’ attitudes
differ by race with Black girls having more negative attitudes toward the police.
In looking at the location of where the juveniles reside, Hurst (2007) examined juvenile attitudes
toward police in rural areas and found that rural teens may be more supportive of police than
teens residing in urban areas. Hurst arrived at this conclusion after analyzing data collected using
self-administered surveys distributed to high school students from four rural towns in Southern
Illinois. Specifically the sample consisted of White and Black ninth through twelfth graders.
Hurst (2007) examined the attitudes of rural youths toward the police by using as independent
variables: race, age, gender, school, victimization, and police-citizen contact. The literature here
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is consistent in that younger people have more negative attitudes toward police than their older
counterparts.
Gender
Overall, women hold more positive views toward the police because their contact with
the police is generally less antagonistic than that of men (Cao et al., 1996). Cao et al. (1996)
collected data by mailing questionnaires to 1,000 (57.7% response rate) randomly selected
residents in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1992. The variables they used to determine
respondents’ confidence in police included race, gender, age, income, education, fear of crime,
victimization, conservative crime ideology, and two community concept variables (community
disorder and informal collective security). Taylor, Turner, Esbensen, and Winfree (2001) came to
the same conclusion as did Cao et al. (1996), who found that females rate police more positively
than do males. In addition, Taylor et al. (2001) found that females’ attitudes toward the police
are more positive because of what is known as the “gender-gap phenomenon: the differences in
official rates of offending for male and female youths, where males far outnumber females” (p.
297).
In contrast, there is a small body of research that found males have more positive
attitudes toward the police (Brown & Coulter, 1983; Correia, Reisig, & Lovrich, 1996; Gourley,
1954). Still, others have found no significant relationship between gender and attitudes toward
the police (Benedict et al., 1999; Chermak et al., 2001; Davis, 1990; Huang & Vaughn, 1996;
Jesilow et al., 1995; Kusow et al., 1997; Marenin, 1983; Murty et al., 1990; Parker et al., 1995;
Percy, 1980; Reisig & Correia, 1997; Sampson & Bartusch, 1998; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; &
Worrall, 1999). Jesilow et al. (1995) did not find a significant difference between male and
female attitudes toward the police. They also examined gender differences by ethnicity and
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found no differences. Their findings supported previous research by Boggs and Galliher (1975),
Davis (1990), and Murty et al. (1990), who all concluded that significant differences in attitudes
toward the police do not exist for males and females.
When race is added to a gendered analysis, the results are similar. For example,
Biderman et al. (1967) reported that both Black and White females feel more favorably toward
local police. However, research findings in this area are not consistent. Neither Ennis (1967) nor
Campbell and Schuman (1968) found significant associations between the two variables and
attitudes toward police. When age was added, Griffiths and Winfree (1977) found no real
differences between the male and female respondents, especially among juveniles.
Based on prior research, an assessment of the importance of gender yielded inconsistent findings
in regards to its association with attitudes toward police and demands further examination.
Class
Researchers have highlighted the fact that lower socioeconomic status results in more
negative attitudes toward the police (Brown and Coulter, 1983; Cao et al., 1996; Haughn and
Vaughn, 1996; Marenin, 1983; Murty et al., 1990; Percy, 1980; Sampson and Jeglum-Bartusch,
1998; and Smith, Graham, and Adams, 1991). Leiber et al. (1998) found that members of the
lower class were more likely than others to harbor negative attitudes toward the type of
authoritative behavior control personified by the police. Decker (1981) pointed out that
socioeconomic status is intertwined with neighborhood culture in a way that may be an important
predictor of citizens’ attitudes toward the police. Nofziger and Williams (2005) found that
individuals who rented, which may be linked to socioeconomic status, had less positive
perceptions of police than homeowners.
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Of the material found, only two authors tackled the issue of class and its association with
race or gender on attitudes toward police. In their review of the literature, Taylor et al. (2001)
concluded that much research shows that lower income minority groups have less favorable
attitudes toward the police than do middle-income Whites. An explanation for this is provided by
Griffiths and Winfree (1977), who suggested that lower class minority males are most likely to
have contacts that result in negative perceptions of the police. Conversely, the authors found that,
non-minority females of high socioeconomic status constitute the group least likely to have
negative contacts, therefore resulting in positive perceptions of police.
Research on the Significance of Contact with the Police on Juveniles’ Attitudes
Toward the Police
Studies of juveniles’ encounters with the police are interesting because early contacts
with police are likely to have lasting effects on juveniles’ relationships with, and perceptions of,
police (Leiber et al., 1998; Brown and Benedict, 2002; and Decker, 1981). Specifically, citizens
who had negative or involuntary interactions with the police tended to have negative attitudes
toward the police. Walker’s (1997) research concluded that involuntary contact with the police
results in negative attitudes, especially among African Americans. Positive contacts with the
police, however, did not seem to improve opinions about the police. Hagan, Shedd, and Payne
(2005) found that African American students were more likely than Latino or White students to
have encounters with the police, while Latinos were more likely to respond negatively to these
encounters than were other youths. In their reviews of previous research, Frank et al. (2005) also
found that contact with the police is important, with a majority of individuals basing attitudes on
how they were treated by the officer or on the response time. They found this to be a more
significant predictor than the respondents’ perception of the outcome of the encounter. This
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finding is consistent with research conducted by Nofziger and Williams (2005) who found that
quality of police contact was more important than police contact itself.
Overall, research findings are consistent in that positive voluntary contacts have little
impact on attitudes toward the police, whereas negative contacts have a significant impact
(Brandl et al. 1994; Griffiths & Winfree, 1977; Webb & Marshall, 1995). Similarly, Griffiths &
Winfree, (1977) suggested that attitudes toward the police are affected significantly by the
positive or negative nature of police-citizen interactions even after controlling for race, gender,
class, and place of residence. Jesilow et al. (1995) found that individuals arrested or ticketed in
the twelve-months prior to their study had more negative comments about the police than
individuals who had no police contact during the same period. Smith et al. (1991) also found that
individuals stopped by the police had more negative attitudes toward the police. Cox and White
(1988) found that receiving a traffic citation also influences negative attitudes toward the police.
Piliavin and Briar (1964) found that juveniles innocent of wrongdoing who had frequent
encounters with the police had increased negative attitudes toward the police. However,
vicarious contact with the police, usually occurring through peers or relatives, often involves
negative descriptions of the police (Hurst et al., 2000; Henderson et al., 1997; Jones-Brown,
2000). Hurst et al. (2000) and Hurst and Frank (2000) found that vicarious contact is a stronger
predictor of attitudes toward the police than gender, age, prior victimization, and perceptions of
neighborhood crime.
Citizens’ treatment by the police has an impact on their attitudes toward the police that
are independent of whether the police (a) solve the problem the citizen contacts them for or
whether they (b) cite the citizens they have stopped for a violation of the law, as Taylor et al.
(2001) found. Smith and Hawkins (1973) stated that (a) citizens’ observations of police wrong-
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doings, (b) citizens’ impressions of police performance on the beat, and (c) citizens’
dissatisfaction with police handling of victimization incidents were associated with negative
attitudes toward the police. Still others found a relationship between global attitudes toward the
police or expectation of police service and actual service received (Brandl, Frank, Worden &
Bynum, 1994; Schafer, Huebner & Bynum, 2003). This research is also supported by Schuck and
Rosenbaum (2005) who found that attitudes toward police generally and police in an individual’s
neighborhood do differ. Orr and West (2007) suggested that personal experience is a more
significant predictor than global expectations. Finally, Brown and Benedict (2002) cited several
studies that found response time to be a predictor of negative attitudes toward the police (see
Davis, 1990; Percy, 1980; Poister & McDavid, 1978; Priest & Carter, 1999).
Research on the Significance of Neighborhood Characteristics on Juveniles’
Attitudes Toward the Police
Neighborhood Safety
Certain features of juveniles’ environments and social backgrounds negatively affect their
attitudes toward the police indirectly through their influences on subcultural norms and behaviors
(Leiber et al., 1998). Research has suggested that citizens’ perceptions of neighborhood
characteristics affect their attitudes towards the police (Taylor et al., 2001) whereby, people who
dislike characteristics of their neighborhoods were more likely to have negative feelings about
the police (Jesilow et al., 1995). Specifically, as crime in a neighborhood increases, residents
have less favorable attitudes toward the police (Cao et al., 1996; Hurst, 2007; Hurst & Frank,
2000; Hurst et al., 2005; Jesilow et al., 1995; Parker, Onyekwuluje, & Murty 1995; Reisig &
Parks, 2000; & Weitzer & Tuch, 2005). Since most residents do not have direct contact with the
police, public perceptions of the police could be a function of the real or perceived crime
problems within neighborhoods (Jacob, 1971). Jesilow et al. (1995) found that individuals who
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had negative perceptions of crime or disorder in their neighborhood had more negative attitudes
toward the police. Reisig and Parks (2000) found that the homicide rate was inversely associated
with satisfaction, but such a relationship was not statistically significant when concentrated
disadvantage was added into the model. Hurst et al. (2000) examined whether perceptions of
neighborhood safety and police perception affected attitudes toward the police and found that
juveniles who believed that their neighborhood had more crime than other neighborhoods tended
to be less positive in their assessment of police performance. Hurst et al.’s (2000) findings
concurred with a prior study by Apple and O’Brien (1983) that suggested that perceptions of
both neighborhood safety and police protection affect attitudes toward the police. Apple and
O’Brien (1983) arrived at this conclusion after examining evaluations of police performance
among a sample of African Americans. Their regression analysis indicated that age, education,
victimization, respondents' evaluations of the safety of their neighborhoods, their evaluations of
their neighborhoods, and their evaluations of police response time getting to their neighborhoods
all had significant effects upon evaluations of local police performance.
Murty et al. (1990), Davis (1990), and Webb and Marshall (1995) found that individuals
living in low-crime neighborhoods had more positive attitudes toward the police than individuals
residing in high-crime neighborhoods. Further, Stoutland (2001) found that the residents from
areas of concentrated disadvantage have much lower regard for the police than does the general
public. Stoutland (2001), whose study examined poor urban residents’ expectations of police,
found that police often act more aggressively toward residents in these areas than toward those in
other areas, most of which had lower crime rates. Interestingly, Howell, Perry, and Vile (2004)
found that when Whites are victimized in Black neighborhoods, they have a more negative
attitude toward police than if victimized in predominantly White neighborhoods. Overall, a lack
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of a feeling of personal safety and perceptions of high crime rates in a neighborhood decrease
citizen satisfaction with the police (Weitzer and Tuch 2005). Cao et al. (1996) reported that it is
not race, but perceptions of neighborhood disorder, incivility, and informal collective security
which have the greatest explanatory power of addressing attitudes toward the police.
Finally, Wu, Sun, and Triplett (2009) found that, the effects of crime rate on residents’
satisfaction level with local police can be explained in various ways: high crime rates heighten
people’s fear of crime, and cast doubt on their confidence on the police’s capability of effectively
performing crime control function, more police officers are assigned to areas with high crime
rates resulting in more negative or involuntary encounters between residents and police which
lead to lower public satisfaction with police, and higher crime rates might lead to negative
perceptions of police through the intervening mechanism of dissatisfaction and disappointment
with the quality of life.
Neighborhood Appearance
Citizens’ beliefs regarding whether the police are visible and effective in combating
crime have an influence on public attitudes toward the police (Hurst & Frank, 2000). It is
plausible that social disorder (e.g., noisy neighbors, loitering by rowdy teens) and physical
disorder (e.g., graffiti, deteriorating property) send a message that law enforcement has lost
control of or has consciously abandoned the community (e.g., Skogan ,1992), and this message
affects attitudes toward the police (Cao et al., 1996). Studies have found that juveniles living in
less populated rural/suburban areas had more positive ATP than those living in large urban areas
(Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al., 2000; & Taylor et al., 2001). However, in all three of these
studies the actual effects of living in a large city or a rural area seemed to be less important than
the racial composition of the area. The racial-composition factors explained attitudes toward the
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police in the sense that non-Whites living in areas with a high concentration of non-Whites have
less favorable views of the police than do non-Whites living in areas that are racially mixed
(Webb & Marshall, 1995). Apple and O’Brien (1983) found that an increase in the proportion of
Blacks in the neighborhood will have a negative effect on the manner in which individual Blacks
evaluate the police. They offered two possible explanations: first, the greater the number of
Blacks in a neighborhood, the greater the opportunity for Blacks to associate with others who
have negative attitudes toward the police, and this result in an overall increase in their negative
sentiment toward the police (Apple & O’Brien 1983). Second, as the number of Blacks in an area
increases, hostile interchanges between Black residents and the police increase, resulting in a
greater chance for negative contact with the police (Apple and O’Brien, 1983; see also Smith et
al., 1991). One more possible explanation is that Blacks may be more likely to reside in
deteriorating neighborhoods.
Lewis and Sullivan (1979) examined whether increased lighting would lead to improved
citizen attitudes toward the police and an increase in perceived safety in their neighborhoods.
They found that perceptions of police honesty actually decreased, while beliefs about being
treated fairly by the police increased. Citizens’ attitudes about their neighborhoods also changed
after the additional lighting was installed. The percent of residents who thought their
neighborhood was a good place to live and would recommend it to others increased, yet
perceptions of safety at night decreased.
Research on the Significance of Prior Victimization on Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the
Police
Citizens who recently have been victimized may feel the police let them down or that
lack of police efficiency or attention contributed to the victimization (Smith & Hawkins, 1973).
Studies have found that individuals who have been victimized by criminal acts have less positive
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attitudes toward the police than those without similar experiences (Hurst & Frank, 2000; Smith
& Hawkins, 1973; Payne & Gainey 2007; Preist & Carter, 1999, and Thurman & Reisig, 1996).
Payne and Gainey (2007) found that prior criminal victimization influences citizen attitudes
toward the police, and even being approached by drug dealers’ impact attitudes toward the
police. In their research in disadvantaged neighborhoods, their study focuses on how the
experiences of victimization and being approached by a drug dealer related to individuals’
perceptions about neighborhood safety and in turn affected perceptions of police. Also, if
individuals hold the police responsible for crimes committed against them, the victimization
experience tends to affect attitudes negatively (Frank et al., 1996). Frank et al. (1996) found that
Blacks are more likely than Whites to become victims of crime, which helps explain Blacks’ less
than positive attitudes. One of the consistent findings of research on the topic is that prior
victimization is negatively associated with juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
Research on the Significance of Parental Authority on Juveniles’ Attitudes
Toward the Police
Researchers have found that juveniles who are strongly attached to their parents are less
likely to engage in delinquent activities (Wright & Cullen, 2001). Therefore, as a result of being
less likely to engage in delinquent activities, juveniles with a strong attachment to their parents
are less likely to come into negative contact with police. Wright and Cullen (2001) reached this
conclusion after analyzing self-administered surveys from over 1500 students ages 10 and over.
Indeed, as Agnew (2005) argued, youths who are more attached to their parents should be more
likely to agree with their parents' conventional beliefs and model their parents' law-abiding
behaviors. Using self-report data from middle and high school students, Nihart, Lersch, Sellers,
and Mieczkowski (2005) examined attitudes toward the police in the southeastern United States,
indicating that youths who reported more positive feelings about their parents and teachers also
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reported positive feeling toward the police. Brown and Benedict (2002), citing studies by Clark
and Wenninger (1964), and Krause (1975), stated that favorable attitudes toward parents and
teachers interrelated positively with favorable attitudes toward the police. Piquero, Fagan,
Mulvey, Steinberg, and Odgers (2005) suggested that adolescents' attitudes and beliefs about the
law are shaped by their views of their families and other adults in the community, which could
extend to youths' trust in the police.
In a previous study, Amorso and Ware (1983) found a positive correlation between
attitudes toward parents and attitudes toward police. However, they discovered that attitudes
toward teachers were better predictors of attitudes toward police. They also found that attitudes
toward police were more positive than attitudes toward teachers, but less positive than attitudes
toward parents. The results of their study support the notion of generalized attitudes toward
authority, but do not suggest that attitudes toward police are derived from attitudes toward
parents. These were the findings after Amoroso and Ware (1983) examined the relationship
between juveniles’ attitudes toward the police and their attitudes toward their parents, teachers,
and themselves. The sample consisted of 1,667 juveniles from 30 different schools in Canada
who completed questionnaires in class. The dependent variable, attitudes toward the police, was
measured by the responses to 13 evaluative statements about police. Similar scales were
constructed to measure the juveniles’ attitudes toward their parents, teachers, and themselves.
However in contrast to Amoroso and Ware (1983) findings, Martsen and Coleman (1961) after
analyzing data collected using a Sargent’s Insight Test and a background questionnaire, found
little evidence that attitudes toward home authority are generalized toward public authority.
Furthermore, Nelson, Eisenberg, & Carroll (1982) concluded that adolescents’ attitudes in their
study were characterized by rather high salience, or “object centrality.” Additionally, they
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concluded that the belief systems of adolescents in their study were focused more on concrete
issues and objects of immediate experience than on abstract ideologies and concepts.
Research on the Significance of Commitment to School on Juveniles’ Attitudes
Toward the Police
Although considerable research has found that adolescents' commitment to school lowers
the risk for delinquency (e.g., Gottfredson, 2001), few studies have investigated the relationship
between commitment to school and attitudes toward the police (Flexon, Lurigio, & Greenleaf,
2009). School is a primary vehicle for transmitting conventional values to students on a
considerable breadth of issues, including appropriate deference toward authority figures, such as
police. Hagan et al. (2005) suggested that adolescent minorities’ perceptions of “criminal
injustice” and their hostility toward the police are fueled by their lack of attachment to school
and their experience of being subject to frequent and unprovoked police stops. The researchers
arrived at this conclusion after surveying 91 public high schools in the Chicago area consisting
of more than 18,000 nine and tenth grade students. In addition, weak attachment to school and
poor relationships with teachers could generalize to more global antisocial values and behaviors,
creating hostile sentiments toward the police and other authority figures (Agnew, 2005 & Levy,
2001). Levy (2001) reached this conclusion after surveying 365 adolescents in grades 9 through
12 in different areas of southeast Queensland. Importantly, the adolescents chosen consisted of
three

groups:

non-delinquents,

non-institutionalized

delinquents,

and

institutionalized

delinquents.
Lurigio et al. (2009) found that for African Americans and Latino youths, being proschool was related to their expressed intentions to aid officers in need of help. In addition, caring
about teachers’ opinion of them was related positively to the willingness of students in both
groups to assist the police (Lurigio et al. 2009). When looking at trust in police, Flexon et al.
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(2009) finds that adolescents with greater commitment to school and teachers also more trust in
police than those with no commitment. This finding was derived from an analysis of
questionnaire data collected from students in eighteen different public high schools throughout
the city of Chicago.
In one of the few studies that touched on this issue, Hurst and Frank (2000) surveyed
middle school students in the Cincinnati metropolitan area. Overall, they found that juveniles,
who attended public schools in the inner city, where dropout rates are relatively higher
(signifying low attachment to school), harbored more negative views toward the police than
students who attended public schools in the suburbs, where dropout rates are relatively lower. In
the entire sample, approximately 50 percent of the youths reported that they trusted the police, 27
percent reported that they did not trust the police, and 33 percent reported that they were neutral
toward the police. Hurst and Frank's research, however, did not investigate whether attitudes
toward school or teachers were related to attitudes toward the police.
Research on the Significance of Involvement in Delinquency on Juveniles’ Attitudes
Toward the Police
Several studies assessing juvenile attitudes toward police have found that involvement in
delinquent activities are directly correlated with a negative attitude toward the police (Chapman,
1956; Giordano, 1976; Leiber et al., 1998; Cox & Falkenberg, 1987; Hurst & Frank, 2000;
Leiber et al. 1998; & Jackson, 2002). This is the case because people with a negative attitude
toward the police are more likely to be part of the subculture that commits crime. On the other
hand, people who believe that the police are performing their duties with professionalism and
integrity are more likely to obey laws and support the system by acting as witnesses (Horowitz,
J. 2007). Leiber et al. (1998) suggested that it is important to take into account measures of
lifestyle and subcultural involvement as these factors may help to explain the police contact -
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attitudes link. In their analyses of adolescents in the juvenile justice system, Leiber et al. (1988)
found that an individual's delinquent attitudes and delinquent behavior served as measures of
their lifestyle and subcultural involvement. Each of these measures displayed a significant effect,
suggesting that adolescents who had more deviant attitudes and were more involved in
delinquency had less respect for police.
Brown and Benedict (2002) concluded that juveniles who viewed illegal behaviors and
delinquency in a positive light would subsequently view police negatively. This conclusion was
reached after Brown and Benedict (2002) summarized the findings from more than 100 articles
on perceptions of and attitudes toward the police. Of particular importance were the findings
regarding less serious forms of delinquency versus more serious forms of delinquency: greater
involvement in less serious forms of delinquency was independently related to less favorable
attitudes towards police, while involvement in more serious forms of delinquency exerted no
independent influence on youths' perceptions of police when demographic and community
factors were controlled (Brick, Taylor, & Esbensen, 2009). Brick et al. (2009) arrived at this
conclusion after surveying 1300 sixth through ninth grade students while analyzing three specific
variables: Police contact, involvement in delinquent subculture, and community contexts and
ties.
Racially, Latinos who thought that delinquent acts were harmful were more likely to
respect police, then their African American counterparts (Lurigio et al. 2009). Additionally
Lurigio et al. (2009) finds that for African Americans, believing that delinquency is harmful was
negatively related to whether students would assist the police; whereas for Latinos, the belief that
stealing was wrong was positively associated with the expressed willingness to assist police
officers. Cohen (1955) found that lower-class and minority juveniles were more likely that other
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youths to adhere to the negative norms and values associated with delinquent subcultures, and
that these social groups therefore would express greater tolerance for delinquency and less
respect for police (p.34). Miller (1958) revealed that members of the lower class were more
likely than others to express norms and behavior consistent with a delinquent subculture, and to
harbor negative attitudes toward the type of authoritative behavioral control personified by the
police. Cloward and Ohlin (1960) asserted that lower-class juveniles tend toward subcultural
deviance because of their failure to achieve conventional goals, and attribute the cause of their
failure to the social order rather than to their own shortcomings. These scholars further explained
that the juveniles’ “sense of injustice” and “withdrawal of attributes of legitimacy” would
logically explain negative attitudes toward the police because, “When a person ascribes his
failure to injustice in the social system, he may criticize that system p. 126.”
Conclusion
The literature points to many important variables that affect the attitudes juveniles have
toward the police, including race/ethnicity, gender, age, police-citizen contacts, class
(socioeconomic status), neighborhood characteristics, prior victimization, commitment to school,
involvement in delinquent behavior, and parental authority. Race was the independent variable
most used to assess attitudes toward the police (Decker, 1981). Whites and Asians hold
significantly more favorable attitudes toward the police than do African Americans (e.g., Taylor
et al., 2001). Although, Latinos were found in some studies to have a more positive attitude than
their African American minority counterpart toward police (Lurigio et al. 2009). In addition,
minorities with lower socioeconomic status have the least favorable attitudes towards the police
(Taylor et al., 2001; Griffiths & Winfree, 1977).
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Regarding gender, it was found that women hold a more positive view of police than men
(Cao et al., 1996). Overall, young people have less favorable attitudes toward the police than do
older adults (Borrero, 2001; Cao et al., 1996; Decker, 1981; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al.,
2000; Jesilow et al., 1995; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Webb & Marshall, 1995). Teenagers’
attitudes toward the police are also determined by whether their contact with police was positive
or negative (Taylor et al., 2001). The research also points to the fact that residents from areas of
concentrated disadvantage have lower regard for the police than the general public does
(Stoutland, 2001).

Prior victimization affects juveniles’ attitudes when they hold police

responsible for the victimization (Frank et al., 1996). The neighborhood’s appearance and safety
and one’s involvement in the neighborhood have been found to impact attitudes (Leiber et al.,
1998). The limited research that analyzes attachment to school finds that juveniles with a strong
attachment to school have a positive attitude toward the police (Agnew, 2005 & Levy, 2001). It
was found that juveniles with involvement in delinquent activities have negative attitudes toward
the police (Hurst & Frank, 2000 & Jackson, 2002). Lastly, the literature suggest that juveniles
who are strongly attached to their parents are less likely to engage in delinquent activities
(Wright & Cullen, 2001), resulting in less negative contacts with police that affect juveniles’
attitudes toward the police.
There are limitations to previous research conducted on juveniles’ attitudes toward
police. Hurst et al. (2000) and Leiber et al. (1998) pointed to restrictions in the way studies
measured attitudes. Much research relies on descriptive analyses rather than on multivariate
procedures that make it possible to describe attitude formation. Leiber et al. (1998) stated that
many studies focus only on adults and their attitudes towards police and apply these findings to
juveniles. Although a number of studies compared different ethnic and age groups’ attitudes
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toward police, they generally failed to consider that the group being compared might have not
shared the same ways of conceptualizing the role of police. Researchers should make sure that
the groups being measured share the same common notion about the police, their (police) duties,
and their responsibilities to the community. Otherwise, results may use inappropriate
measurements and provide misleading findings as a result of the subjects being confused about
the role of the police.
The emphasis of previous research on Black-White comparisons has left unanswered
many questions about differences in minority group attitudes toward the police, especially
between Latinos and African Americans (Martinez, 2007; Cheurprakobkit, 2000; Culver, 2004;
and Correia 2010). As is often the case, studies that assess attitudes simply group all minorities
into one category and compare them against their White counterparts. As mentioned in the
introductory chapter, it is of extreme importance that attention be directed toward the
Hispanic/Latino community because recent population estimates show that Hispanic/Latinos are
the largest and fastest growing minority group in the United States (Schaefer, 2006).
Often, research relies on a single and restricted geographical area instead of drawing a
sample from larger and more diverse populations in both metropolitan and rural areas (Hurst &
Frank, 2000). Most importantly, a lot of the research on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police is
outdated (Hurst et al., 2000). Therefore many variables that affect their attitudes are left
unanalyzed as communities and society changes. Research on juveniles has just recently begun
to put any emphasis on the impact of the social bond among juveniles, their parents, and their
schools have on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. More information is needed on what role
getting good grades in school and respecting parental figures plays in formulating juveniles’
attitudes toward police. Additionally, more research is needed on how a juveniles’ involvement
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in a delinquent subculture affect their attitude toward the police. Of extreme importance is the
failure of research on juveniles’ to put any emphasis on whether involvement in pro-social
activities by respondents and one’s self esteem has any impact on juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police. This is worth investigating because involvement in pro-social activities is at the
foundation of most minority communities and may influence minority identities, community
identity, and respect for authority figures. Therefore, immediate attention is needed to fill the
gaps in the literature in reference to these two variables.
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CHAPTER THREE
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Introduction
This study incorporates two theories that will encompass the study’s theoretical
framework. The two theories to be used are: social bond theory and the conflict theory. While
reviewing the literature for the proposal of this research, the research on the relationship between
social bond and juveniles’ attitudes toward the police was limited, as was also the case for the
inclusion of some form of the various conflict perspectives. Studies that have used a form of the
conflict theory did so to analyze police behavior regarding: arrest rates, killings, and allocation of
police resources. I use these two theories independently of each other, meaning that one does not
build upon the other. Although both theories aide in determining what factors determine
minorities’ attitudes toward police, they are analyzed as separate entities.
Social Bond Theory and Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police
According to Travis Hirschi’s (1969) social bond theory (a criminology theory), the
choice of behavior is considerably affected by the strength of peoples’ bonds to conventional role
models. Social bonds play an important role in the lives of juveniles, and they affect the way
they act, dress, talk, view others, and accept social norms and the development of their social
consciousness. Travis Hirschi (1969) revealed that there are four components of the social bond
theory, which promotes socialization and conformity: attachment, belief, commitment, and
involvement.
The first component of the social bond theory is attachment. Attachment is the affective
component of the social bond theory. According to Hirschi (1969), attachment refers to the level
of psychological affection one has for prosocial others such as parents or teachers. These
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conventional figures are of critical importance because youths that form close attachments to
their parents will experience greater levels of social control. Therefore, youths with a greater
formation of attachments to their parents will not want to commit offenses that will disappoint
those in which they love, particularly their parents. Accordingly, the attachment discourages
youths to participate in criminal/deviant behaviors that will likely cause the juveniles to get into
trouble or ultimately come into negative contact with police.
The second component of the social bond theory is belief in the central value system of
society. Belief represents the moral component of the bonds. The component of belief refers to
the degree to which one adheres to the values associated with behaviors that conform to the law;
the assumption being that the more important such values are to a person, the less likely he or
she is to engage in criminal/deviant behavior (Hirschi, 1969). Those who do not hold strong
beliefs in conventional values are freed from the bond and therefore are more likely to commit
deviant acts. As the likelihood of these deviant acts manifest into actual acts, the juveniles may
come into negative contact with the police resulting in a negative attitude toward police.
The third component refers to someone’s commitment to conventional activities, such as
getting an education. Commitment is the rational component of the bonds. The strength of a
juvenile’s commitment to school can be determined best by his/her performance in school, for
example, by examining grades. Hirschi (1969) found that the higher a teen scored on school
work, the less likely he/she was to have committed delinquent acts and less likely he/she was to
have been picked up by the police. It is believed that the juvenile who likes school is less likely
to be delinquent or commit delinquent acts. The juvenile who does not do well in school might
try to find gratification and respect elsewhere and get involved in delinquent acts, increasing the
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likelihood to get in (negative) contact with the police, leading to a negative attitude towards the
police. Therefore, it is hypothesized that:
H2: Commitment to school will be statistically significant in explaining
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
The fourth component refers to an individual’s involvement in delinquency. Involvement
is the temporal component of the bonds. Hirschi (1969) believed if people are spending their
time engaged in some form of pro-social activity, then they are not, by definition, spending their
time engaged in antisocial activity. Ideally, juveniles who are heavily involved in legitimate
school-related activities—either academically, socially, or athletically—will not be spending that
same time destroying property, stealing things that don’t belong to them, or doing drugs, and so
on. Because of these criminal acts juveniles would have the possibility of coming into contact
with police and, as a result, having a negative contact with the police, which results in an attitude
that is less than favorable. However, the premise of the involvement component is not to say
that youths cannot engage in those behaviors before or after their legitimate activities.
Nevertheless, Hirschi argued that, at least during that time, the youths would not be committing
delinquent acts. In regards to involvement in delinquency, it is hypothesized that:
H1: Involvement in delinquency will be statistically significant
in explaining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
This study examines how two components (commitment and involvement) of the social
bond theory, as well as other variables, are associated with juveniles’ attitudes toward police.
While it is useful to also examine the remaining two components (attachment and belief), this is
not possible because measures of these two components were not included in the survey, which
will provide the data for the analysis (This study is based on secondary data.). This study of
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juveniles’ commitment to school and involvement in delinquency will add much needed social
scientific knowledge to the limited amount of research on juveniles’ attitudes already collected.
Conflict Theory and Attitudes Toward Police
Conflict theories or perspectives have been the dominant tool used in sociology to
explain racial differences in both experiences with and perceptions of the criminal justice system.
Conflict theorists conceive society to be an ongoing struggle between groups holding opposing
goals and world views (Wu, Sun & Triplett, 2009). There are a variety of perspectives that one
could employ under the umbrella of conflict theory that expound upon social inequality as it
relates to race, class, gender, and so on. But for this project, the form of conflict theory used can
explain the conflict between police and the groups they serve based on the groups’ race, from a
micro/macro level perspective. The model has its intellectual roots in the works of Mills (1956).
In Mills’ view, social structures are created through conflict between people with
differing interest and resources in the society. Individuals and resources, in turn, are influenced
by these structures and by the unequal distribution of power and resources in society.
Specifically as it relates to citizens and the police from a sociological perspective, this theoretical
perspective argues that minorities develop distrust for the police because they experience
disparate treatment because of their race. The criminal justice institutions, such as the police, are
related to the structure of inequality within society (Weitzer and Tuch 1999). Police as agents of
official social control target minorities to maintain race and class control and protect the
hegemonic interests of dominant White society (Chambliss and Seidman 1982). The police
function as a structure to ensure that those in power can retain their status and to minimize the
potential threat from other groups (Chambliss & Seidman, 1982; Quinney, 1970; Turk, 1969;
Vold, 1958).The less powerful, (lower-class persons and minorities, for example) are scrutinized
and controlled much more frequently than others as agents of the state concentrate on protecting
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the resources and values of the more powerful. Scholars argued that the interests of the dominant
class were represented and protected by police and those from lower class were more likely to be
victims of law enforcement (Chambliss & Seidman, 1971; Das, 1983). Since the police are more
likely to over enforce the criminal law against the powerless/lower class, they are likely to have
more contacts with the police that are negative and bear the brunt of police misbehavior. The
existence of more negative attitudes toward the police within these powerless groups is seen as a
direct outcome of a categorically different treatment by police.
There have been a number of empirical studies conducted to test the ability of a conflict
theory to explain various aspects of police behavior such as: arrest rates (Liska & Chamlin, 1984;
Mosher, 2001), use of excessive force (Jacobs & Britt, 1979; Sorensen, Marquart, & Brock,
1993); civilian killings by police (see Binder & Scharf, 1982, for a summary); and size of police
departments and allocation of police resources (Jackson, 1986; Jackson & Carroll, 1981; Kent &
Jacobs, 2005; Liska, Lawrence, & Benson, 1981; Stucky, 2005), but only a small number of
studies have started to use a conflict theory to examine the public side of the story—public
attitudes and behaviors toward the police. For example, Weitzer and Tuch (2004 & 2005)
extended Blumer’s (1958) group position theory of racial prejudice to explain race-differentiated
attitudes toward police. The theory asserts that an individual’s perceptions stem from his or her
sense of group position in the society. Specifically, members of the dominant group tend to share
a sense of superiority, view members of the subordinate group as different and alien, and
perceive them as significant competitors for a greater portion of dominant group goals and
interest (Bobo & Tuan, 2006). Based on these assertions, Weitzer and Tuch (2004 & 2005)
argued that Whites were more likely to hold favorable views of police because they perceived
racial threats from Blacks, and thus relied on the aggressive law enforcement from police to
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control Blacks and their neighborhoods. As a result, this aggressive enforcement in Black
neighborhoods assists in the creation of negative attitudes toward police. Conflict theorists
explain attitudes toward police as a result of a conflict between police and minorities derived
from the majority (powerful) using police to protect the interest of the status quo and minimize
the perceived threat from minority members. Therefore when it comes to race from a conflict
perspective, it is hypothesized that:
H3: Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police
will be less positive when compared to Whites.
H4: As one’s class increases, their attitude toward the police
will become more positive.
A full list of hypotheses is found below. These hypotheses are derived from the existing
literature covered in Chapter Two as well as the theories covered here in Chapter Three.
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HYPOTHESES
On the basis of a review of the literature, the following hypotheses were tested to
examine the determinants of minority juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (ATP):
H1: Involvement in delinquency will be statistically significant in explaining juveniles’
ATP.
H2: Commitment to school will be statistically significant in explaining juveniles’ ATP.
H3: Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police will be less positive when
compared to Whites.
H4: As one’s class increases, their attitude toward the police will become more positive.
H5: Blacks will have a more negative ATP than Hispanics.
H6: Overall, juveniles have a positive ATP.
H7: Females will have a more positive ATP than males.
H8: Class will be a statistically significant determinant of ATP.
H9: Older juveniles will have a more negative ATP than younger juveniles.
H10: Juveniles involved in pro-social activities will have a positive ATP.
H11: Self-esteem will be a statistically significant determinant of ATP.
H12: Juveniles reporting prior contact with the police will have a negative ATP.
H13: Neighborhood context
Neighborhood appearance will be a statistically significant determinant of ATP.
Neighborhood safety will be a statistically significant determinant of ATP.
H14: Juveniles reporting prior victimization will have a negative ATP.
H15: Parental authority will be a statistically significant determinant of ATP (Parental
authority will measure the juveniles’ respect for the authority of their parental figure.)
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There is interest to see if results garnered from the Master’s thesis (Lake, 2006), will
mirror the results revealed at the conclusion of this dissertation project. This interest is sparked
by the fact that a different data set was used to complete the masters’ thesis, than was used to
complete the dissertation. However, although the variables used in the two projects have similar
names, the variables were measured differently in both projects. Therefore, it is hypothesized
that:
H16: Variables that were statistically significant in the first study (Lake, 2006) will also
be statistically significant in this second study.
H17:

The variables: race, prior contact with police, involvement in delinquency,

commitment to school, parental authority, and self-esteem will explain the most variance
of all variables included in analysis.
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CHAPTER FOUR
METHODOLOGY
This study builds on a pilot study that began with the composition of a Master’s thesis
entitled, “A Juvenile’s Perspective: Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police” (Lake, 2006). This
study affords me the opportunity to test new hypotheses, an additional theory, and compare the
results of the 2006 study with the current study. Although the first study provided much needed
and updated findings on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, the present study extends the
previous study in many ways. Unlike the pilot study (Lake, 2006), this study is particularly
focused on accessing the differences in the determinants of attitudes towards police of minority
groups (specifically, African Americans and Hispanics). In addition to using similar measures as
the pilot study, this second study includes five new variables which are used to explore
determinants of attitudes toward the police, and these variables include: neighborhood’s
appearance, involvement in community activities, parental authority, involvement in
delinquency, and self esteem. Just as in the pilot study, the current study analyzes variables (e.g.,
pro-social activity and self esteem) that have not received any attention in the attitudes toward
police literature. More importantly, the current study allows me the opportunity to compare
results from the pilot study (Lake, 2006) to determine if results that were found still holds true in
regards to attitudes toward police today or have things changed. It must be noted that although
similar variables names are used, the way in which variables included in the 2006 study and the
present study are measured is different. This is a potential limitation in comparing the data.
Data Collection for the Current Study
This study is a secondary data analysis of data collected between 2004 and 2005 by
primary researcher Finn-Aage Esbensen and his research team. These data and the results of their
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evaluation are stored at the Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research
(ICPSR), which is part of the Institute for Social Research at the University of Michigan. The
data set chosen was No. 25865 in the ICPSR data archives, entitled “Outcome Evaluation of the
Teens, Crime, and the Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) Training Program in Nine
Cities across Four States, 2004-2005.” The Teens, Crime, and the Community and Community
Works (TCC/CW) program, was a collaborative effort by the National Crime Prevention Council
(NCPC) and Street Law, Inc., developed in an effort to reduce adolescent victimization
(Esbensen, 2005). The program utilized a "risk- and protective-factor" approach and consisted of
three components:
1. A 31-lesson interactive curriculum dealing with such topics as conflict management,
police and the community, handgun violence, hate crimes, substance abuse, and
victimization.
2. Community Resource People (CRP), experts such as police officers, lawyers,
counselors, and community volunteers who share information and experiences with
the students and also serve as potential role models, and who assist in the delivery of
the program.
3. "Action" or service learning projects that allow teens to apply what they have learned.

The purpose of the study was to assess whether the TCC/CW program was successfully
implemented and whether it achieved its desired outcome, namely to reduce adolescent
victimization. Specifically, the study sought to address three primary questions:
1. Is program participation associated with a reduction in known risk factors (i.e.,
association with delinquent peers, risk-seeking, lack of commitment to school, etc.)?

47

2. Are offending and victimization rates lower among the program participants than
among the comparison students?
3. Given differential program fidelity, are program effects detectable in those schools
meeting minimal standards of program fidelity? (Esbensen, 2005).

To collect the data, the investigator employed a quasi-experimental five-wave panel study
of public school students initiated in the fall of 2004. Classrooms in the sample were matched by
teacher or subject and one-half of the classrooms received TCC/CW while the other half (the
control group) was not exposed to the curriculum. The researchers recruited teachers to assist in
the process. Teachers were paid $2.00 for every consent form collected (whether affirmative or
refusal) plus a bonus of $10 if their classroom exceeded 70 percent, $20 if it exceeded 80
percent, and $30 if it exceeded 90 percent. In addition, students were provided an incentive for
returning the consent forms (e.g., different types of key chains and different colored
lanyards).After a preliminary analysis of the acquired data and discussions with program
managers from the National Institute of Justice (NIJ), the outcome evaluation was abbreviated to
three waves of outcome data rather than the planned five waves (Esbensen, 2005). A total of
1,686 students representing 98 classrooms in 15 middle schools located in 9 cities in 4 different
states (Arizona, New Mexico, South Carolina, and Massachusetts) were surveyed 3 times: pretests in Fall 2004 (Wave 1), post-tests in Spring 2005 (Wave 2), and through a one-year followup survey in Fall 2005 (Wave 3). The three waves of student questionnaires measured program
goals and objectives, implied risk, protective factors, demographic characteristics of the students,
as well as attitudinal and behavioral measures (Esbensen, 2005).
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A purposive sample of schools was selected for inclusion in the evaluation; only schools
offering the Teens, Crime, and the Community and Community Works (TCC/CW) program were
eligible for inclusion. The following steps were taken to select a final sample for the study:
1. More than 250 schools identified as offering the Community Works program were
contacted.
2. A total of 18 schools met the evaluation criteria (i.e., confirmation that the program was
actually being taught in its entirety, a sufficient number of classes to allow for matching
of treatment and comparison groups while also being cost-effective in terms of travel to
the school for data collection, a willingness to withhold the program from some classes,
and agreement to adhere to the evaluation design).
3. The contact person was re-contacted at each eligible site and if the program delivery met
the evaluation design criteria and the program providers agreed to adhere to the design
(classroom matching, pre-and post-tests with a follow-up survey) then the principal was
contacted.
4. With agreement and support from the principal, the school district research and
evaluation office (or comparable official) was contacted and proposals were submitted.
5. Three schools declined the opportunity to participate.
6. A total of 15 schools agreed to the evaluation design and participated in the outcome
evaluation. (Esbensen, 2005).
The 15 schools participating in the outcome evaluation were concentrated in the
Southwest with 9 schools in Arizona and one in New Mexico. The remaining five schools were
in South Carolina (three schools) and Massachusetts (two schools). Classrooms were selected
based upon the grade in which the program was taught (ranging from sixth to ninth grade). All
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students in the selected classrooms were asked to participate in the evaluation and active consent
letters were distributed to all students. Further, due to the nature of the study, active parental
consent was required before students could participate in the evaluation, resulting in an initial
loss rate of 28 percent. Specifically, 12 percent of this initial loss was due to active parental
refusals, while another 16 percent was due to the failure of eligible students to return consent
forms. The active parental consent for the study was 72 percent. The completion rate for the pretests (Wave 1) was 96 percent, for the post-tests (Wave 2) 89 percent, and for the one-year
follow-up (Wave 3) was 72 percent (Esbensen, 2005). The final sample was composed of 1,686
students with a racial composition of Black, Hispanic, and White students. The average age of
the respondents was approximately thirteen years old, with a range of ten to fifteen (Esbensen,
2005).
For the purpose of my study, I use the data collected during the spring of 2005 for the
post-test (Wave 2). The data collected during the spring 2005 for the post-test provided two
important benefits to the present study over the other two data sets. The post-test data set (Wave
2) included the most variables (297) when compared to the pretest (Wave 1 had 227 variables)
and the follow-up (Wave 3 had 290 variables). This essentially increases my chances of finding
variables that could be used in my study to access minority juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
For example, the police contact questions were added in Wave 2 of the data collection, thus these
responses could not be provided by the other two data sets (Wave 1 & Wave 3). The second
benefit can be found in the fact that the follow-up data set (Wave 3) had a significant amount of
missing data due to a loss of participants. This could have been due to measures beyond the
researchers’ control which include: student dropout or families relocating and students enrolling
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in different schools not selected to participate in the Teens, Crime, and the Community and
Community Works (TCC/CW) program.
Sample
The sample for the present study is composed of 1,686 students. The racial breakdown of
the participants includes 32 percent Whites, 11 percent Blacks, and 43 percent Hispanics.
Students participating resembled all students in their schools; that is, the sample demographics
were similar to the school-level demographics (Esbensen, 2005). The data were collected from
students in 15 schools: 9 schools in Arizona, 1 in New Mexico, 3 in South Carolina, and 2 in
Massachusetts. The average age of the students is approximately thirteen years old, with a range
of ten to fifteen. The sample of juveniles ranged from sixth to ninth grade students. Of the
students identifying their gender, 687 were males and 807 were females.
Limitations of the Sample
Many of the limitations of this sample are the same as those discussed in Chapter One.
The survey took place only in public schools offering the Teens, Crime, and the
Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) program.

As a result, there is an exclusion of

students from private, vocational, and alternative schools. Because students in private schools
may have different experiences with the police, their attitudes may likewise be different. There is
an exclusion of students that had dropped out of school or who were juvenile delinquents in
detention facilities at the time of the study were not included. Those juveniles under state
custody may have experienced significantly different social and economic experiences than other
juveniles. The juveniles who dropped out of school might have a negative attitude toward the
police because they may see police as problem makers instead of problem solvers. Because of
the schools selected and location (nine in Arizona, one in New Mexico, two in Massachusetts,
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and three in South Carolina) of these schools, the sample was not representative of students
across the nation and strong generalizations cannot be made to the entire adolescent population.
While there are enough cases to be able to racially compare the three groups, it is unfortunate
that there is not as much power in the African American sample as compared to the others, due
to the low number of African American respondents.
Definitions and Measurements
To complete the current study, the dependent and independent variables were created
from a national survey, which is entitled, “Outcome Evaluation of the Teens, Crime, and the
Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) Training Program in Nine Cities across Four States,
2004-2005.” The questions selected from the study’s survey are used to access whether the
independent variables are determinants of juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. After the
questions were selected and grouped into the selected variable, a reliability analysis was
conducted to see whether the questions intercorrelated. The reliability analysis was very
instrumental in disregarding questions that influenced a low Alpha score for that particular scale.
All questions that were grouped together to form singular variables had an Alpha score in the
range of.630 to 9. Any questions that did not have at least this score were analyzed
independently and not grouped.
Dependent Variable
The study will employ for analysis one dependent variable. The dependent variable
(Attitudes Toward Police) in this study is created from five attitudinal items. These five items
assessed whether the respondents’ felt that police officers: are honest, hardworking, usually
friendly, usually courteous, and respectful toward people like me (respondent). In order to
measure their responses, the respondents were asked to rate their attitudes on the basis of a five-
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point Likert scale ranging from very strongly disagree to very strongly agree. To test the internal
consistency of the items, a reliability analysis was conducted. From this reliability analysis, it
was determined that the Alpha score for the scale was .905, which confirmed that these questions
have a very strong intercorrelation. The final dependent variable is the additive result of these
five items. (N = 1438)
Independent Variables
The following groups of independent variables are also used: (1) socio-demographic
variables (race, gender, class, and age), (2) personal experiences variables (prior contact with
police, neighborhood context, prior victimization, parental authority, and self-esteem), and (3)
social bond variables (commitment to school, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in
pro-social activities). I describe each group of individual variables below.
Socio-Demographic Variables:
Race was coded as 1 for White and all others = 0(N = 481), 1 for Black and all others =0
(N = 162), and 1 for Hispanic and all others = 0 (N = 645). Coding Black as 1 and Hispanic as 1
will allow the opportunity for these categories to be analyzed as dichotomous variables and
entered into a regression equation separately. Respondents in the Others category were simply
not used in the analysis phase. (N= 1288)
Gender was recoded 1 for male (N = 687) and 0 for female (N = 807). (N=1494)
Class is a subjective measure and was created by recoding two questions together from
the survey. These questions are: most people are better off than I am, and I’ll never have as
much opportunity to succeed as young people from other neighborhoods which yielded an Alpha
score of .634. (N = 1473)
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Age is the juvenile respondent’s age at the time survey was taken. The ages of the youths
was recoded to form two categories: 1. 12 years old and under =0 (N = 634), and 2. 13 years old
and over =1 (N = 855). (N = 1489)
Personal Experience Variables:
Self-esteem variable in this study is a composite measure that consists of five attitudinal
items. These five items assessed whether the respondents felt they were: a useful person to be
around, a person of worth; at least as much as others; able to do things as well as most people;
feel good about themselves; and when doing a job, do it well. Respondents rated their answers on
a five-point scale that allowed them to select: almost never, not too often, about half the time,
often, and almost always. To test the internal consistency of the items, a reliability analysis was
conducted. From this reliability analysis, it was determined that the Alpha score for the scale was
.777, which confirmed that these questions have a very strong intercorrelation. The final measure
of the variable self-esteem is the additive result of these five items. (N = 1456)
Prior Contact with Police is a composite measure of responses to the following
questions: have you ever been stopped by the police for questioning; have you ever been
arrested; and have you ever reported the event to the police. The third question (have you ever
reported the event to the police?) that helps to measure prior contact with police, was a question
used on the original study’s survey to see if a youth that reported being victim of a crime
reported the event to police. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of
the three questions resulted in a score of 1 (contact with police N = 396), whereas negative
answers to all of them led to a score of 0 (N = 498), signifying no prior contact with police. (N =
894)
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Neighborhood Context consists of two separate variables: respondent’s perceptions of
neighborhood’s appearance and respondent’s perceptions of safety. The two variables,
respondents’ perceptions of neighborhood’s appearance and respondent’s perceptions of safety
are measured as composite variables where respondents answer selections included: not a
problem, somewhat of a problem, and big problem. Respondents’ perceptions of neighborhood’s
appearance consist of three questions that asked respondents about problems in their
neighborhood: run down or poorly kept buildings in the neighborhood; graffiti on buildings and
fences in the neighborhood; and buildings or personal belongings being broken or torn up in the
neighborhood. To test the internal consistency of the items, a reliability analysis was conducted.
From this reliability analysis, it was determined that the Alpha score for the scale was .738,
which confirmed that these questions have a very strong intercorrelation (N = 1468).The variable
respondent’s perceptions of safety was created as a composite variable using the questions:
groups of people hanging out in public places causing trouble; hearing gunshots in the
neighborhood; not enough lights in the streets and alleys of the neighborhood; and cars
traveling too fast throughout the streets of the neighborhood. Again, a reliability analysis was
performed to test the internal consistency of the items and yielded an Alpha score of .745, which
signal a strong intercorrelation between the questions and the questions were grouped together
(N = 1476).
Prior Victimization is a composite measure of responses to the following questions have
you ever: had things stolen from you at school; been attacked or threatened on your way to or
from school; been attacked or threatened at school; have you ever been bullied at school; been
hit by someone trying to hurt you; had someone use a weapon or force to get money or things
from you; and been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to seriously hurt
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or kill you. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions
resulted in a score of 1 (N = 813), whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0,
signifying no prior victimization (N = 405). (N = 1218)
Respect for Parental Authority is a composite measure of responses to the following
questions: when I go someplace, I leave a note for my parents or call them to tell them where I
am; my parents know where I am when I am not at home or at school; and my parents know who
I am with if I am not at home. The respondents were given the choice to answer these questions
using a five-point Likert scale ranging from, very strongly disagree to very strongly agree. To
test the internal consistency of the items, a reliability analysis was conducted. From this
reliability analysis, it was determined that the Alpha score for the scale was .737, which
confirmed that these questions have a very strong intercorrelation. The final variable is the
additive result of these three items. (N = 1485)
Social Bond Variables
Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to the following questions: I
try hard in school; education is so important that it’s worth putting up with things about school
that they don’t like; in general, I like school; grades are very important to me; and I usually
finish my homework. The respondents were given the choice to answer these questions using a
five-point Likert scale ranging from, very strongly disagree to very strongly agree. To test the
internal consistency of the items, a reliability analysis was conducted. From this reliability
analysis, it was determined that the Alpha score for the scale was .766, which confirmed that
these questions have a very strong intercorrelation. The final variable is the additive result of
these five items. (N = 1472)
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Involvement in Delinquency consists of two separate variables: respondents’ admittance
to committing property crimes and respondents’ admittance to crimes against persons.
Respondents’ admittance to property crimes were measured with following three questions:
purposely damaged or destroyed property that did not belong to you; illegally spray painted a
wall or a building; and gone into or tried to go into a building to steal something. Responses
were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 (N
= 308), whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0 (N = 1126), signifying no
delinquency as it relates to property crimes. Respondents’ admittance to crimes against persons
were measured with the following five questions: stolen or tried to steal something worth less
than $50; stolen or tried to steal something worth more than $50; hit someone with the idea of
hurting them; attacked someone with a weapon; and used a weapon or force to get money or
things from people. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the
questions resulted in a score of 1 (N = 623), whereas negative answers to all of them led to a
score of 0, signifying no (N = 782) delinquency as it relates to crimes against persons. (N =
1405)
Involvement in Pro-social is a summative score of four dichotomous items measuring
involvement in: school activities or athletics; community activities such as scouts or athletic
leagues; religious activities; and jobs activity or employment. The respondents were given the
choice to answer these questions with either yes or no. Responses were recoded so that a positive
answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 (N = 1088), whereas negative
answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no involvement in pro-social activities (N =
249). (N = 1337)
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Information on the 2006 Study
The 2006 study ( “A Juvenile’s Perspective: Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police”
(Lake, 2006) conducted used secondary data (“Evaluation of the Gang Resistance Education and
Training (GREAT) Program in the United States, 1995-1999”) collected during 1999 by five
professors Finn-Aage Esbensen, D. Wayne Osgood, Terrance J. Taylor, Dana Peterson, and
Adrienne Freng. The study, “Evaluation of the Gang Resistance Education and Training
(GREAT) Program in the United States, 1995-1999,” variables were geared toward assessing
perception and attitudes about the police and the GREAT program and their overall
effectiveness, community involvement, neighborhood crime, and gang-related activities
(Esbensen, Osgood, Taylor, Peterson, & Freng, 2001).
To collect the data, Esbensen and his team of investigators chose six cities across the
United States. These cities were selected on the basis of three criteria: (a) the existence of a
viable GREAT program, (b) geographical location, and (c) the cooperation of the school districts
and the police department in each city (Esbensen et al., 2001). Esbensen et al. (2001) selected for
their study an East Coast city (Philadelphia, Pennsylvania) a West Coast location (Portland,
Oregon), the city of the program’s inception (Phoenix, Arizona), a Midwestern city (Omaha,
Nebraska), a “non-gang” city (Lincoln, Nebraska), and a small “border town” with a chronic
gang problem (Las Cruces, New Mexico) (Esbensen et al., 2001). Within the selected cities, 22
schools were selected, and surveys were distributed to over 2,800 students in 153 classrooms. In
the end, 1,761 completed surveys were collected (Esbensen et al., 2001), and 1,375 were useable
for the analysis. Students were between the ages of 13 to 18 with an average age of 16.07 years
old (Esbensen et al., 2001). Students were classified as follows: (a) being from large, urban areas
with a majority of the students belonging to a racial or ethnic minority; (b) being from medium-
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sized cities with a majority of White students but a substantial minority enrollment; and (c) being
from a small city (fewer than 100,000 inhabitants) with an ethnically diverse student population.
From the data collected by Esbensen, variables created and used for analysis in the 2006
study were the following: socio-demographic variables (race, age, gender), environmental
variables (household composition (whom the juveniles live with), prior victimization,
socioeconomic status (subjective class), prior contact with police, and neighborhood
characteristics), and social institutions (attachment to their parents and commitment to school).
Results of the 2006 study showed that juveniles overall have positive attitudes toward the police
and that their race, gender, socioeconomic status, prior victimization, contact with police,
neighborhood characteristics, attachments to their parents, and commitment to their school are all
sources of their attitudes.
When a multivariate regression analysis was performed (three equations were computed),
additional results were revealed in reference to each independent variable. Specifically, White
juveniles have a more positive attitude than Black juveniles toward the police. Most important,
race was the only variable found to be statistically significant in all three equations. When
looking at gender, females have a more positive attitude toward the police than do their male
counterparts. However, the effect of gender was washed away when the environmental variables
were introduced. The age of the teenagers was not found to be a significant determinant of
attitudes for any of the three equations. When looking at the environmental variables (household
composition, prior victimization, socioeconomic status, prior contact with police, and
neighborhood characteristics), the household composition of the teenagers was not found to be
statistically significant. On the other hand, the other four variables were found to be statistically
significant in determining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. Finally, it was found that
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juveniles’ bond to social institutions, like their school and their parents, are determinants of their
attitudes toward the police. The bond to their school has the largest effect on the attitudes toward
the police. It must be noted that when controlling for attachment and commitment to these social
institutions, race and prior contact with the police remained statistically significant.
A Comparison of the Measurements of Similar Variables in the 2006 Study and Current
Study
Dependent Variable:
Attitudes Toward Police
2006 - A composite variable created from the following nine items that assessed
whether police were: honest, usually rude, hardworking, usually friendly, usually
courteous, respectful toward people like themselves (respondents), and prejudiced
against minority people and if they (respondents) felt safer with police officers in
school and whether police officers make good teachers. These questions produced
an Alpha score of .869.
Current- A composite variable created from the following five items that
assessed whether the respondents’ felt that police officers are: honest,
hardworking, usually friendly, usually courteous, and respectful toward people
like me (respondent). These questions produced an Alpha score of .905.
Independent Variables:
Class
2006 - A composite variable created from the following three items: I’ll never
have enough money to go to college; most people are better off than I am; and I’ll
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never have as much opportunity to succeed as young people from other
neighborhoods, which yielded an Alpha score of .6558.
Current - A composite variable created from the following two items: Most
people are better off than I am and I’ll never have as much opportunity to succeed
as young people from other neighborhoods, which yielded an Alpha score of .634.
Prior Contact with Police
2006 - The question used asked respondents if they had ever been arrested.
Current - A composite variable created from the following three items: have you
ever been stopped by the police for questioning; ever been arrested; and ever
reported the event to the police. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer
to at least one of the three questions resulted in a score of 1, whereas negative
answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no prior contact with police.
Neighborhood Context
2006 - Neighborhood Context consisted of two separate variables: safety- I feel
safe in the neighborhood around my school, and informal collective security- I
know a lot of people who live in my neighborhood. The response categories were
Yes and No.
Current - Neighborhood Context consists of three separate variables:
1. Neighborhood’s appearance is measured as composite variables with the
following three items: run down or poorly kept buildings in the neighborhood;
graffiti on buildings and fences in the neighborhood; and buildings or personal
belongings being broken or torn up in the neighborhood, which yielded an Alpha
score of .738
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2. Neighborhood’s safety is measured as a composite variable using the following
four items: groups of people hanging out in public places causing trouble;
hearing gunshots in the neighborhood; not enough lights in the streets and alleys
of the neighborhoods; and cars traveling too fast throughout the streets of the
neighborhood, which yielded an Alpha score of .745.
Prior Victimization
2006 - Prior Victimization was a composite measure of responses to the following
three questions: have you ever been hit by someone trying to hurt you; has
someone use a weapon or force to get money or things from you; and; have you
been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to seriously hurt
or kill you? Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of
the questions resulted in a score of 1, whereas negative answers to all of them led
to a score of 0, signifying no prior victimization.
Current -Prior Victimization is a composite measure of responses to the
following six questions have you ever: had things stolen from you at school; been
attacked or threatened on your way to or from school; been attacked or
threatened at school; have you ever been bullied at school; been hit by someone
trying to hurt you; had someone use a weapon or force to get money or things
from you; and been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to
seriously hurt or kill you. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at
least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1, whereas negative answers to all
of them led to a score of 0, signifying no prior victimization.
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Commitment to School
2006 - Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to questions
regarding the following questions of whether respondents: feel safe at their
school; are involved in school activities or athletics; try hard in school; feel that
education is so important that it’s worth putting up with things about school that
they don’t like; like school; feel that whether grades are important to them;
usually finish their homework; get along well with teachers and adults at their
school; have been thought of as good students; and almost always obey school
rules. The responses to these questions combined had an Alpha score of .8181.
Current - Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to the
following questions: I try hard in school; education is so important that it’s worth
putting up with things about school that they don’t like; in general, I like school;
grades are very important to me; and I usually finish my homework. The
responses to these questions combined had an Alpha score of .766.
In conclusion of this methods section, by comparing the two sets of measures, I am able
to determine if the measures created by the same principal investigator for both studies (Lake,
2006 and present study) have validity and reliability. Also, the project affords me the ability to
see if different measurements of the same variables have an effect on the variables that affect
juveniles’ attitudes. This comparison also affords me the opportunity to determine if variables
that affected juveniles’ attitudes toward the police in 2006 still affect their attitudes presently.
The present data set introduces five new variables which are used to determine if they are
determinants of attitudes toward the police, these variables include: neighborhood’s appearance,
involvement in community activities, parental authority, involvement in delinquency, and self
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esteem. As a result, I can analyze the impact that the inclusion of these new variables has on the
variables that were statistically significant in both the 2006 study (Lake, 2006) and the current
study. More importantly, which variable has the largest effect on racial (specifically, Blacks and
Hispanics) differences in juveniles’ attitudes toward the police?
Conclusion
Thus far I have presented many different chapters that taken together will create the
foundation for my dissertation project. In Chapter One I present the purpose, significant
contributions, and limitations of this project. Chapter Two contains an extensive review of the
relevant literature on the determinants of the public’s attitudes toward the police. In my review of
the literature I discuss such variables as: race, age, gender, class, contact with police,
neighborhood characteristics (neighborhood’s

safety, neighborhood’s appearance,

and

neighborhood involvement), prior victimization, commitment to school, involvement in
delinquent activity, and parental authority. I also present (in Chapter Three) the theoretical
framework for the study and outline the two theories (social bond theory and an aspect of the
conflict theory) that are utilized, along with hypotheses I tested in the current study. In Chapter
Four, I present the research methods and provide detailed information about the dependent and
independent variables of this study.
Additionally, in these early chapters I show the need for this study by outlining the
significant contributions of this project. For example, this study analyzes the attitudes toward
police of one of the least studied although, fastest growing racial minority groups
(Hispanics/Latinos) in the United States (Schaefer 2006). Unlike many previous studies that have
failed to analyze the attitudes of minorities in more than one racial category, this study provides
answers to these questions. The emphasis of previous research on Black-White comparisons has
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left unanswered many questions about differences in minority group attitudes toward the police,
especially between Latinos and African Americans (Martinez, 2007; Cheurprakobkit, 2000;
Culver, 2004; and Correia 2010). In addition, relatively few studies have examined immigrants’
perceptions of the criminal justice system or the police (Correia 2010). As a result, this study
fulfills a need to update the current literature in this area. The reasons listed above are only a few
that I use to help substantiate a need for this study.
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CHAPTER FIVE
ANALYSIS & FINDINGS

Introduction
In order to assess juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, four strategies were utilized.
First, the frequency distributions of the five attitudinal items (the dependent variable-Attitudes
Toward Police) were examined to assess juveniles’ overall attitudes toward police. A second set
of frequency distributions were conducted on each racial group for all variables, dependent
(attitudes toward police) and independents (race, age, gender, class, neighborhood context,
respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization,
commitment to school, involvement in delinquent activity, and involvement in pro-social
activities). Second, examinations of bivariate relationships between the dependent variable
(Attitudes toward police) and the predictor variables are assessed. Specifically, the analysis of
variance (ANOVA) technique was used for the following predictor variables: race, age, prior
contact with police, prior victimization, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in prosocial activity. The purpose of ANOVA is to test for statistically significant differences between
means. By using ANOVA, I am trying to determine if statistically significant differences in
means exist between the three racial groups’ attitudes toward police when specific independent
variables are taken into consideration. In addition, correlations were used for the following
predictor variables: class, neighborhood context (appearance and safety), respect toward
parental authority, self-esteem, and commitment to school. The technique of correlation is used
to analyze the relationship between two variables. Third, three linear regression models were
developed specifically to analyze the racial differences in attitudes towards police between
Blacks versus Whites, Hispanics versus Whites, and Blacks versus Hispanics. Finally, the
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results of three (one for each racial group) multivariate analyses are presented separately for each
racial group (Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics). In exploring attitudes towards the police using
multivariate techniques, the analyses examined the following dependent variable, attitudes
toward police. The independent variables include: age, gender, class, neighborhood context,
respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization,
commitment to school, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activity. For
each analysis, three models were analyzed: 1). socio-demographic variables, 2). personal
experience variables, and 3). social bond variables.
Juveniles’ Overall Attitudes toward the Police
Table One displays the distribution of responses to the five attitudinal items used to
measure the juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. The responses to the five attitudinal questions
in Table 1 shed some light on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police in the sample. Forty percent
of the teenagers responded with “agree,” and 10 percent of the juveniles answered the five
questions with “disagree.” The juveniles who showed very positive attitudes toward the police on
the basis of their responses of “strongly agree” accounted for 18 percent. Last, only 5 percent of
all the responses to the five items yielded an answer of “strongly disagree.” It must be noted that
27 percent of the juveniles who responded to the five attitudinal measures in the present study
answered “neither agree nor disagree.”
Table One shows that for the responses to all five items, none of the teens’ responses
within the category of “strongly agree” were over 25 percent. Likewise for the category of
“strongly disagree,” where none of the teens’ responses were over 6 percent. In particular, the
question that the juveniles responded most positive to was “most police officers are usually
friendly (44.2%)” followed by, “police officers are hardworking (43.2%). There are two
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questions to which the juveniles’ most frequent response was “neither agree nor disagree”: police
officers are honest (29.3%) and police officers are usually courteous (35.1%). In looking at the
three questions referencing officer’ demeanor (police are courteous, usually friendly, and
respectful towards people like me), the question with the highest favorable response is “most
police officers are usually friendly (44.2%). Overall, the response “agree” was the most
commonly selected response by the teens when looking at the five attitudinal measures in
totality. The most critical finding in Table One is that juveniles in the sample have positive
attitudes toward the police. It must be noted that this finding supports one of the study’s
hypothesis which states, (H6): overall, juveniles have a positive attitude toward the police.

Table One
Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
N

Strongly
Disagree
(1)

Disagree
N
(2)

Neither Agree/
N Disagree
(3)

Agree
N
(4)

Strongly
N Agree
(5)

____________________________________________________________________________________________________________
86

5.8%

189

12.7%

435

29.3%

506

34.0%

271

18.2%

2. Police officers are hard
working.

60

4.0%

119

8.1%

339

22.8%

643

43.2%

326

21.9%

3. Most police officers are
usually friendly.

81

5.4%

158

10.6%

326

21.9%

658

44.2%

266

17.9%

4. Police officers are usually
courteous.

66

4.6%

137

9.5%

507

35.1%

549

38.0%

185

12.8%

5. Police officers are respectful
toward people like me.

86

5.8%

115

7.7%

375

25.3%

605

40.7%

304

20.5%

N= 1478

68

1. Police officers are honest.
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In order to assess the sample of juveniles’ attitudes more closely, the responses to the five
attitudinal questions were collapsed and reexamined (See Table Two).

2

The juveniles’

frequencies to the middle category of “neither agree nor disagree,” which was 27 percent, were
ignored. This table revealed that after combining “disagree” and “strongly disagree,” 15 percent
of the teens did not show positive attitudes for the police. The teens who did not show positive
attitudes answered “disagree” at 10 percent and “strongly disagree” at 5 percent, whereas, on the
other hand, 58 percent of the juveniles showed positive attitudes with 40 percent answering
“agree” and 18 percent answering “strongly agree.” It is clear from these frequencies that
juveniles have positive attitudes toward police. This conclusion would give additional support to
the results revealed in Table One.
It is worth noting that in Table Two, the juveniles’ responses of “agree” to the questions
(1) police officers are honest: agree = 52.2% and disagree = 18.5%; (2) police officers are
hardworking: agree = 65.1% and disagree = 12%; (3) most police officers are usually friendly:
agree = 62.1% and disagree = 16%; (4) police officers are usually courteous: agree = 51% and
disagree = 14.1%; and (5) police officers are respectful towards people like me agree = 61.2%
and disagree = 12.6%, more than double in percent when compared to responses of “disagree.”
In some cases, the responses more than tripled. The juveniles in Table Two responded to the five
questions with greater percentages in the “agree” category than in the “disagree” category. From
an assessment of Table Two, one could argue that juveniles do not express overwhelmingly
negative attitudes toward the police.
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The “disagree” category includes the responses to “disagree” and “strongly disagree,” while the “agree” category
includes both “strongly agree” and “agree.”

Table Two
Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police (Recoded)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Disagree

Agree

(1)

(2)

______________________________ N_________%_______

___________ N_________ %__________________________

275

18.5%

777

52.2%

2. Police officers are hard
working.

179

12%

969

65.1%

3. Most police officers are
usually friendly.

239

16%

924

62.1%

4. Police officers are usually
courteous.

203

14.1%

734

51%

5. Police officers are respectful
toward people like me.

201

12.6%

909

61.2%

Note. The “disagree” and “strongly disagree” responses were combined to form “disagree,” and the “agree” and “strongly agree”
responses were combined to form “agree.” All responses to the “neither agree” nor “disagree” category were ignored.
N = 1478
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1. Police officers are honest.
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Univariate Analysis of White Juveniles
A frequency distribution was conducted on each racial group for all variables, both
dependent (attitudes toward police) and independents (race, age, gender, class, neighborhood
context, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization,
commitment to school, involvement in delinquent activity, and involvement in pro-social
activities). The racial groups are analyzed in no particular order. The results for each of the
variables for the White juveniles are discussed below.
Dependent Variable
The dependent variable attitude toward police is an index of juveniles’ attitudes toward
police consisting of five attitudinal items. These five items included: police officers are honest;
police officers are hardworking; most police offices are usually friendly; police officers are
usually courteous; and police officers are respectful toward people like me (respondent). For
analysis purposes here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2.
Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used. The results
revealed there are 477 White juveniles that responded and 4 did not (Table Three). For the
juveniles responding, on average “agree” was the most selected response (Table One). The
dependent variable reported a mean of 3.67, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 4.00 (Table Three).
Independent Variables
The data consists of 481 White juveniles (Table Three). Of that number, 213 of the White
juveniles are 12 years old or under and 267 are 13 years old or older, with 1 missing (Table
Three). The frequency distribution for gender revealed that there are 238 White females and 243
White males (Table Three).
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For the variable class, two questions were used to create the variable and the average of
the two items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree,
4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used for analysis here. These questions used: Most people are
better off than I am, and I’ll never have as much opportunity to succeed as young people from
other neighborhoods. Of the 481 cases reporting, there are a total of 3 cases missing (Table
Three). On average, the answer choice that the White juveniles selected the most was “disagree”
(Table Three). Class has a mean of 2.29, a median of 2.00, and a mode of 2.00 (Table Three).
The variable neighborhood context is accessed by analyzing two components of the
respondents’ neighborhood (neighborhood’s appearance and neighborhood’s safety). The
questions used to measure neighborhood’s appearance are: run down or poorly kept buildings in
the neighborhood; graffiti on buildings and fences in the neighborhood; and buildings or
personal belongings being broken or torn up in the neighborhood. The average of these three
items measured on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big
problem) is used for analysis. The analysis revealed that 477 out of 481 White juveniles
responded to the three questions (Table Three). The answer choice most selected on average by
White juveniles was “not a problem” (Table Three). For neighborhood appearance, the mean
was 1.45, the median was 1.3, and the mode was 1 (Table Three).
The second measure of neighborhood context, neighborhood’s safety was measured using
four questions: groups of people hanging out in public places causing trouble; hearing gunshots
in the neighborhood; not enough lights in the streets and alleys of the neighborhoods; and cars
traveling too fast throughout the streets of the neighborhood. Similar to the variable
neighborhood’s appearance, the average of these four items on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a
problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big problem) is used for analysis. Of the White
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juveniles, 476 respondents reported answers to the questions with 5 missing (Table Three). The
answer choice most selected on average was “not a problem” (Table Three). From the analysis
of neighborhood’s safety, the mean reported was 1.63, the median was 1.50, and the mode was
1.25 (Table Three).
Respect toward parental authority is a composite measure of responses to three
questions: when I go someplace, I leave a note for my parents or call them to tell them where I
am; my parents know where I am when I am not at home or at school; and my parents know who
I am with if I am not at home. For analysis here, the average of the three items on a scale of 1 to
5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. There were a total of 475 respondents that answered the questions and 6 did not (Table
Three). On average in response to White juveniles’ respect toward parental authority, the most
selected response was “strongly agree” (Table Three). Respect toward parental authority
reported a mean of 4.07, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 5.00 (Table Three).
Self Esteem is a composite measure that consists of five attitudinal items: I am a useful
person to be around; I feel that I am a person of worth, at least as much as others; I am able to
do things as well as most people; I feel good about myself; and when I do a job, I do it well. In
the analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Almost never, 2. Not too
often, 3. About half the time, 4. Often, and 5. Almost always) is used. The results show that there
were 470 White juveniles that responded and 11 did not (Table Three). Of those that responded,
on average the response selected the most was “often” (Table Three). The White juveniles for
this variable reported a mean of 3.93, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 4.0 (Table Three).
Prior contact with police is a composite measure of responses to the following questions:
have you ever been stopped by the police for questioning; have you ever been arrested; and have
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you ever reported the event to the police. The third question (Have you ever reported the event to
the police?) measured if a youth that reported being victim of a crime reported the event to
police. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the three questions
resulted in a score of 1 (contact with police), whereas negative answers to all of them led to a
score of 0 (no contact with police). In analyzing the frequency distribution for White juveniles’
prior contact with police, a total of 471 juveniles responded and 10 did not (Table Three). Of
those responding, an overwhelming majority (72.1% or 347) reported they had no prior contact
with the police (Table Three). The White juveniles that did report prior contact with the police
was 25.8% (Table Three).
Prior Victimization is a composite measure of seven questions that include: had things
stolen from you at school; been attacked or threatened on your way to or from school; been
attacked or threatened at school; have you ever been bullied at school; been hit by someone
trying to hurt you; had someone use a weapon or force to get money or things from you; and
been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to seriously hurt or kill you.
Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a
score of 1, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no prior
victimization. The frequency distribution for Whites revealed that of the 481 juveniles, 466
responded and 15 juveniles did not respond (Table Three). Of those responding, majority (68.2%
or 328) of the White juveniles reported prior victimization and only 28.7 percent did not report
being the victim of prior victimization (Table Three).
Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to the following five
questions: I try hard in school; education is so important that it’s worth putting up with things
about school that I don’t like; in general, I like school; grades are very important to me; and I
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usually finish my homework. For analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5
(1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. The results show there was 475 White juveniles that responded and 6 did not (Table
Three). In reference to commitment to school, on average the respondents selected “agree” the
most (Table Three). Commitment to school reported a mean of 3.91, a median of 4.00, and a
mode of 4.00 (Table Three).
Involvement in Delinquency consists of two separate variables: respondents’ admittance
to committing property crimes and respondents’ admittance to crimes against persons.
Respondents’ admittance to property crimes were measured with following three questions:
purposely damaged or destroyed property that did not belong to you; illegally spray painted a
wall or a building; and gone into or tried to go into a building to steal something. Respondents’
admittance to crimes against persons were measured with the following five questions: stolen or
tried to steal something worth less than $50; stolen or tried to steal something worth more than
$50; hit someone with the idea of hurting them; attacked someone with a weapon; and used a
weapon or force to get money or things from people. Responses to both measures (property
crimes & crimes against persons) were recoded respectively, so that a positive answer to at least
one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 (signifying involvement), whereas negative answers
to all of them led to a score of 0 (signifying no involvement). For the variable property crimes,
462 White juveniles responded and 19 did not (Table Three). Of those responding, majority (349
or 72.6%) were not involved in committing property crimes and 113 (23.5%) were involved
(Table Three). In respect to crimes against persons, 467 juveniles responded and 14 did not
(Table Three). In looking at those that responded, more than half of the White juveniles (60.3%
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or 290) were not involved in crimes against persons and 177 (36.8%) were involved (Table
Three).
Involvement in pro-social is a composite measure of responses to the following four
questions about involvement in: school activities or athletics; community activities such as
scouts or athletic leagues; religious activities; and jobs activity or employment. The respondents
were given the choice to answer these questions with either yes or no. Responses were recoded
so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 signifying
involvement, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no
involvement in pro-social activities. The results show that 418 White juveniles responded and 63
did not (Table Three). Of those responding, majority (356 or 74%) of the juveniles was involved
in pro-social activities and 12.9% (62) were not (Table Three).
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Table Three Univariate Analysis (Whites) N = 481
Valid

Missing

Mean

Median

Mode

Range

Mini.

Max

Dependent Variable
*Attitudes toward Police

477

4

3.67

4.00

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Independent Variables
Race (Whites)

481

Age

480

Freq.

Percent

481

100.00

1

(12 & under = 1)

213

213

44.30

(13 & over = 2)

267

267

55.50

Gender

481
0 = Females

238

238

49.50

1 = Males

243

243

50.50

347

72.10

124

25.80

*Class

478

3

2.29

2.00

2.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

*Appearance

477

4

1.45

1.33

1.00

2.00

1.00

3.00

*Safety

476

5

1.63

1.50

1.25

2.00

1.00

3.00

*Respect Parental Auth.

475

6

4.07

4.00

5.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

*Self Esteem

470

11

3.93

4.00

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Prior Contact w/Police

471

10

Neighborhood Context

0 = No Contact

347

1 = Contact

124

Prior Victimization

466

15

0 = No Victim.

138

138

28.70

1 = Victim.

328

328

68.20

*Commitment to School

475

6

462

19

3.91

4.00

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes Committed
0 = No Crime

349

349

72.60

1 = Crimes Com.

113

113

23.50

Crimes against Persons

4.
5.
6.

14

290

290

60.30

1 = Crimes Com.

177

177

36.80

Involvement in Pro-Social Act.

1.
2.
3.

467

0 = No Crime

418

63

0 = No Involvement

62

62

12.90

1 = Involvement

356

356

74.00

Attitudes toward police- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Class-Results are from the average of 2 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Neighborhood Context
Appearance- Results are from the average of 3items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Safety- Results are from the average of 4 items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Respects toward Parental Authority- Results are from the average of 3 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Self Esteem- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Commitment to School- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
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Univariate Analysis of Black Juveniles
A frequency distribution was conducted on both the dependent (attitudes toward police)
and independent (race, age, gender, class, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority,
self-esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization, commitment to school, involvement in
delinquent activity, and involvement in pro-social activities) variables for the Black Juveniles.
The results for each of the variables are discussed below.
Dependent Variable
The dependent variable attitude toward police is an index of juveniles’ attitudes toward
police consisting of five attitudinal items. These five items included: police officers are honest;
police officers are hardworking; most police offices are usually friendly; police officers are
usually courteous; and police officers are respectful toward people like me (respondent). For
analysis purposes here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2.
Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used. The results
revealed there are 158 juveniles that responded and 4 did not (Table Four). For the juveniles
responding, on average “agree” was the most selected response (Table Four). The dependent
variable reported a mean of 3.39, a median of 3.40, and a mode of 4.00 (Table Four).
Independent Variables
The data consists of 162 Black juveniles (Table Four). Of that number, 49 of the Black
juveniles are 12 years old or under and 113 are 13 years old or older (Table Four). The frequency
distribution for gender revealed that there are 95 Black females and 66 males and 1 case missing
(Table Four).
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For the variable class, two questions were used to create the variable and the average of
the two items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree,
4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used for analysis here. These questions used: most people are
better off than I am and I’ll never have as much opportunity to succeed as young people from
other neighborhoods. Of the 159 cases reporting, there are a total of 3 cases missing (Table
Four). On average, the answer choice that the Black juveniles selected the most was “disagree”
(Table Four). Class has a mean of 2.31, a median of 2.50, and a mode of 2.00 (Table Four).
The variable neighborhood context is accessed by analyzing two components of the
respondents’ neighborhood (neighborhood’s appearance and neighborhood’s safety). The
questions used to measure neighborhood’s appearance are: run down or poorly kept buildings in
the neighborhood; graffiti on buildings and fences in the neighborhood; and buildings or
personal belongings being broken or torn up in the neighborhood. The average of these three
items measured on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big
problem) is used for analysis. The analysis revealed that 160 out of 162 Black juveniles
responded to the three questions (Table Four). The answer choice most selected on average by
Black juveniles was “not a problem” (Table Four). For neighborhood appearance, the mean was
1.65, the median was 1.66, and the mode was 1 (Table Four).
The second measure of neighborhood context, neighborhood’s safety was measured using
four questions: groups of people hanging out in public places causing trouble; hearing gunshots
in the neighborhood; not enough lights in the streets and alleys of the neighborhoods; and cars
traveling too fast throughout the streets of the neighborhood. Similar to the variable
neighborhood’s appearance, the average of these four items on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a
problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big problem) is used for analysis. Of the Black
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juveniles, 160 respondents reported answers to the questions with 2 missing (Table Four). The
answer choice most selected on average was “not a problem” (Table Four). From the analysis of
neighborhood’s safety, the mean reported was 1.84, the median was 1.75, and the mode was 1.25
(Table Four).
Respect toward parental authority is a composite measure of responses to three
questions: when I go someplace, I leave a note for my parents or call them to tell them where I
am; my parents know where I am when I am not at home or at school; and my parents know who
I am with if I am not at home. For analysis here, the average of the three items on a scale of 1 to
5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. There were a total of 160 respondents that answered the questions and 2 did not (Table
Four). On average in response to Black juveniles’ respect toward parental authority, the most
selected response was “strongly agree” (Table Four). Respect toward parental authority
reported a mean of 3.97, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 5.00 (Table Four).
Self Esteem is a composite measure that consists of five attitudinal items: I am a useful
person to be around; I feel that I am a person of worth, at least as much as others; I am able to
do things as well as most people; I feel good about myself; and when I do a job, I do it well. In
the analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Almost never, 2. Not too
often, 3. About half the time, 4. Often, and 5. Almost always) is used. The results show that there
were 157 Black juveniles that responded and 5 did not (Table Four). Of those that responded, on
average the response selected the most was “about half the time” (Table Four). The Black
juveniles for this variable reported a mean of 4.07, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 3.80 (Table
Four).
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Prior contact with police is a composite measure of responses to the following questions:
have you ever been stopped by the police for questioning; have you ever been arrested; and have
you ever reported the event to the police. The third question (have you ever reported the event to
the police?) measured if a youth that reported being victim of a crime reported the event to
police. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the three questions
resulted in a score of 1 (contact with police), whereas negative answers to all of them led to a
score of 0 (no contact with police). In analyzing the frequency distribution for Black juveniles’
prior contact with police, a total of 155 juveniles responded and 7 did not (Table Four). Of those
responding, over half (63.0% or 102) reported they had no prior contact with the police (Table
Four). The Black juveniles that did report prior contact with the police was 32.7% (Table Four).
Prior Victimization is a composite measure of seven questions that include: had things
stolen from you at school; been attacked or threatened on your way to or from school; been
attacked or threatened at school; have you ever been bullied at school; been hit by someone
trying to hurt you; had someone use a weapon or force to get money or things from you; and
been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to seriously hurt or kill you.
Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a
score of 1, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no prior
victimization. The frequency distribution for Blacks revealed that of the 162 juveniles, 152
responded and 10 juveniles did not respond (Table Four). Of those responding, over half (69.1%
or 112) of the Black juveniles reported prior victimization and only 24.7 percent did not report
being the victim of prior victimization (Table Four).
Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to the following five
questions: I try hard in school; education is so important that it’s worth putting up with things
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about school that I don’t like; in general, I like school; grades are very important to me; and I
usually finish my homework. For analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5
(1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. The results show there was 158 Black juveniles that responded and 4 did not (Table
Four). In reference to commitment to school, on average the respondents selected “agree” the
most (Table Four). Commitment to school reported a mean of 4.04, a median of 4.00, and a
mode of 4.00 (Table Four).
Involvement in Delinquency consists of two separate variables: respondents’ admittance
to committing property crimes and respondents’ admittance to crimes against persons.
Respondents’ admittance to property crimes were measured with following three questions:
purposely damaged or destroyed property that did not belong to you; illegally spray painted a
wall or a building; and gone into or tried to go into a building to steal something. Respondents’
admittance to crimes against persons were measured with the following five questions: stolen or
tried to steal something worth less than $50; stolen or tried to steal something worth more than
$50, hit someone with the idea of hurting them, attacked someone with a weapon; and used a
weapon or force to get money or things from people. Responses to both measures (property
crimes & crimes against persons) were recoded respectively, so that a positive answer to at least
one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 (signifying involvement), whereas negative answers
to all of them led to a score of 0 (signifying no involvement). For the variable property crimes,
150 Black juveniles responded and 12 did not (Table Four). Of those responding, over half
(61.1% or 99) were not involved in committing property crimes and 51 (31.5%) were involved
(Table Four). In respect to crimes against persons, 153 juveniles responded and 9 did not (Table
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Four). In looking at those that responded, a little less than half of the Black juveniles (42.0% or
68) were not involved in crimes against persons and 85 (52.5%) were involved (Table Four).
Involvement in pro-social is a composite measure of responses to the following four
questions about involvement in: school activities or athletics; community activities such as
scouts or athletic leagues; religious activities; and jobs activity or employment. The respondents
were given the choice to answer these questions with either yes or no. Responses were recoded
so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 signifying
involvement, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no
involvement in pro-social activities. The results show that 140 Black juveniles responded and 22
did not (Table Four). Of those responding, an overwhelming majority (78.4% or 127) of the
juveniles was involved in pro-social activities and 8.0% (13) were not (Table Four).
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Table Four Univariate Analysis (Blacks) N = 162
Valid

Missing

Mean

Median

Mode

Range

Mini.

Max

Dependent Variable
*Attitudes toward Police

158

4

3.39

3.40

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Independent Variables
Race (Blacks)

162

Age

Freq.

Percent

162

100.00

162
(12 & under = 1)

49

49

30.20

(13 & over = 2)

113

113

69.80

Gender

161

1

0 = Females

95

95

58.60

1 = Males

66

66

40.70

102

63.00

53

32.70

*Class

159

3

2.31

2.50

2.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

*Appearance

160

2

1.65

1.66

1.00

2.00

1.00

3.00

*Safety

160

2

1.84

1.75

1.25

2.00

1.00

3.00

*Respect Parental Auth.

160

2

3.97

4.00

5.00

3.67

1.00

5.00

*Self Esteem

157

5

4.07

4.00

3.80

3.20

1.00

5.00

Prior Contact w/Police

155

7

Neighborhood Context

0 = No Contact
1 = Contact
Prior Victimization

102
53
152

10

0 = No Victim.

40

40

24.70

1 = Victim.

112

112

69.10

* Commitment to School

158

4

150

10

4.04

4.00

4.00

3.60

1.00

5.00

Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes Committed
0 = No Crime

99

99

61.10

1 = Crimes Com.

51

51

31.50

Crimes against Persons

68

42.00

1 = Crimes Com.

85

85

52.50

13

8.00

127

78.40

0 =No Involvement

4.
5.
6.

9

68

Involvement in Pro-Social Act.

1.
2.
3.

159

0 = No Crime

140

22

13

1 = Involvement
127
Attitudes toward police- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Class-Results are from the average of 2 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Neighborhood Context
Appearance- Results are from the average of 3items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Safety- Results are from the average of 4 items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Respects toward Parental Authority- Results are from the average of 3 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Self Esteem- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Commitment to School- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
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Univariate Analysis of Hispanic Juveniles
A frequency distribution was conducted on both the dependent (attitudes toward police)
and independent (race, age, gender, class, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority,
self-esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization, commitment to school, involvement in
delinquent activity, and involvement in pro-social activities) variables for the Hispanic Juveniles.
The results for each of the variables are discussed below.
Dependent Variable
The dependent variable attitude toward police is an index of juveniles’ attitudes toward
police consisting of five attitudinal items. These five items included: police officers are honest;
police officers are hardworking; most police offices are usually friendly; police officers are
usually courteous; and police officers are respectful toward people like me (respondent). For
analysis purposes here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2.
Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used. The results
revealed there are 603 juveniles that responded and 42 did not (Table Five). For the juveniles
responding, on average “agree” was the most selected response (Table Five). The dependent
variable reported a mean of 3.51, a median of 3.60, and a mode of 4.00 (Table Five).
Independent Variables
The data consists of 645 Hispanic juveniles (Table Five). Of that number, 261 of the
Hispanic juveniles are 12 years old or under, 380 are 13 years old or older, 4 cases are missing
for the age variable (Table Five). The frequency distribution for gender revealed that there are
348 Hispanic females and 296 males and 1 case missing (Table Five).
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For the variable class, two questions were used to create the variable and the average of
the two items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disgree, 3. Neither agree or disagree,
4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree) is used for analysis here. These questions used: most people are
better off than I am, and I’ll never have as much opportunity to succeed as young people from
other neighborhoods. Of the 627 cases reporting, there are a total of 18 cases missing (Table
Five). On average, the answer choice that the Hispanics juveniles selected the most was
“disagree” (Table Five). Class has a mean of 2.53, a median of 2.50, and a mode of 2.00 (Table
Three).
The variable neighborhood context is accessed by analyzing two components of the
respondents’ neighborhood (neighborhood’s appearance and neighborhood’s safety). The
questions used to measure neighborhood’s appearance are: run down or poorly kept buildings in
the neighborhood; graffiti on buildings and fences in the neighborhood; and buildings or
personal belongings being broken or torn up in the neighborhood. The average of these three
items measured on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big
problem) is used for analysis. The analysis revealed that 626 out of 645 Hispanic juveniles
responded to the three questions (Table Five). The answer choice most selected on average by
Hispanic juveniles was “not a problem” (Table Five). For neighborhood appearance, the mean
was 1.85, the median was 1.66, and the mode was 1.33 (Table Five).
The second measure of neighborhood context, neighborhood’s safety was measured using
four questions: groups of people hanging out in public places causing trouble; hearing gunshots
in the neighborhood; not enough lights in the streets and alleys of the neighborhoods; and cars
traveling too fast throughout the streets of the neighborhood. Similar to the variable
neighborhood’s appearance, the average of these four items on a scale of 1 to 3 (1. Not a
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problem, 2. Somewhat of a problem, & 3. Big problem) is used for analysis. For the Hispanic
juveniles, 633 respondents reported answers to the questions with 12 missing (Table Five). The
answer choice most selected on average was “not a problem” (Table Five). From the analysis of
neighborhood’s safety, the mean reported was 1.95, the median was 2.00, and the mode was 1.50
(Table Five).
Respect toward parental authority is a composite measure of responses to three
questions: when I go someplace, I leave a note for my parents or call them to tell them where I
am; my parents know where I am when I am not at home or at school; and my parents know who
I am with if I am not at home. For analysis here, the average of the three items on a scale of 1 to
5 (1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. There were a total of 641 respondents that answered the questions and 4 did not (Table
Five). On average in response to Hispanic juveniles’ respect toward parental authority, the most
selected response was “strongly agree” (Table Five). Respect toward parental authority reported
a mean of 3.87, a median of 4.00, and a mode of 5.00 (Table Five).
Self-esteem is a composite measure that consists of five attitudinal items: I am a useful
person to be around; I feel that I am a person of worth, at least as much as others; I am able to
do things as well as most people; I feel good about myself; and when I do a job, I do it well. In
the analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5 (1. Almost never, 2. Not too
often, 3. About half the time, 4. Often, and 5. Almost always) is used. The results show that there
were 625 Hispanic juveniles that responded and 20 did not (Table Five). Of those that responded,
on average the response selected the most was “often” (Table Five). The Hispanic juveniles for
this variable reported a mean of 3.75, a median of 3.80, and a mode of 4.00 (Table Five).
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Prior contact with police is a composite measure of responses to the following
questions: have you ever been stopped by the police for questioning; have you ever been
arrested; and have you ever reported the event to the police. The third question (have you ever
reported the event to the police?) measured if a youth that reported being victim of a crime
reported the event to police. Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of
the three questions resulted in a score of 1 (contact with police), whereas negative answers to all
of them led to a score of 0 (no contact with police). In analyzing the frequency distribution for
Hispanic juveniles’ prior contact with police, a total of 627 juveniles responded and 18 did not
(Table Five). Of those responding, an overwhelming majority (71.8% or 463) reported they had
no prior contact with the police (Table Five). The Hispanic juveniles that did report prior contact
with the police was 25.4% (Table Five).
Prior Victimization is a composite measure of seven questions that include: had things
stolen from you at school; been attacked or threatened on your way to or from school; been
attacked or threatened at school; have you ever been bullied at school; been hit by someone
trying to hurt you; had someone use a weapon or force to get money or things from you; and
been attacked by someone with a weapon or by someone trying to seriously hurt or kill you.
Responses were recoded so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a
score of 1, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no prior
victimization. The frequency distribution for Hispanics revealed that of the 645 juveniles, 622
responded and 23 juveniles did not respond (Table Five). Of those responding, over half (62.3%
or 402) of the Hispanic juveniles reported prior victimization and only 34.1 percent did not
report being the victim of prior victimization (Table Five).
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Commitment to School is a composite measure of responses to the following five
questions: I try hard in school; education is so important that it’s worth putting up with things
about school that I don’t like; in general, I like school; grades are very important to me; and I
usually finish my homework. For analysis here, the average of the five items on a scale of 1 to 5
(1. Strongly disagree, 2. Disagree, 3. Neither agree or disagree, 4. Agree, & 5. Strongly agree)
is used. The results show there was 633 Hispanic juveniles that responded and 12 did not (Table
Five). In reference to commitment to school, on average the respondents selected “agree” the
most (Table Five). Commitment to school reported a mean of 3.86, a median of 4.00, and a mode
of 4.00 (Table Five).
Involvement in Delinquency consists of two separate variables: respondents’ admittance
to committing property crimes and respondents’ admittance to crimes against persons.
Respondents’ admittance to property crimes were measured with following three questions:
purposely damaged or destroyed property that did not belong to you; illegally spray painted a
wall or a building; and gone into or tried to go into a building to steal something. Respondents’
admittance to crimes against persons were measured with the following five questions: stolen or
tried to steal something worth less than $50; stolen or tried to steal something worth more than
$50; hit someone with the idea of hurting them; Attacked someone with a weapon; and used a
weapon or force to get money or things from people. Responses to both measures (property
crimes & crimes against persons) were recoded respectively, so that a positive answer to at least
one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 (signifying involvement), whereas negative answers
to all of them led to a score of 0 (signifying no involvement). For the variable property crimes,
602 Hispanic juveniles responded and 43 did not (Table Five). Of those responding, over half
(67.4% or 435) were not involved in committing property crimes and 167 (25.9%) were involved
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(Table Five). In respect to crimes against persons, 625 juveniles responded and 20 did not (Table
Five). In looking at those that responded, a little more than half of the Hispanics juveniles
(61.9% or 399) were not involved in crimes against persons and 226 (35.0%) were involved
(Table Five).
Involvement in pro-social is a composite measure of responses to the following four
questions about involvement in: school activities or athletics; community activities such as
scouts or athletic leagues; religious activities; and jobs activity or employment. The respondents
were given the choice to answer these questions with either yes or no. Responses were recoded
so that a positive answer to at least one of the questions resulted in a score of 1 signifying
involvement, whereas negative answers to all of them led to a score of 0, signifying no
involvement in pro-social activities. The results show that 594 Hispanic juveniles responded and
51 did not (Table Five). Of those responding, an overwhelming majority (70.4% or 454) of the
juveniles was involved in pro-social activities and 21.7% (140) were not (Table Five).
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Table Five Univariate Analysis (Hispanics)
N = 645
Valid

Missing

Mean

Median

Mode

Range

Mini.

Max

Dependent Variable
*Attitudes toward Police

603

42

3.51

3.60

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Independent Variables
Race (Hispanics)

645

Age

641

Freq.

Percent

645

100.00

4

(12 & under = 1)

261

261

40.50

(13 & over = 2)

380

380

58.90

Gender

645
0 = Females

348

348

54.00

1 = Males

296

296

45.90

*Class

627

18

2.53

2.50

2.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

*Appearance

626

19

1.85

1.00

1.00

2.00

1.00

3.00

*Safety

633

12

1.95

2.00

1.00

2.00

1.00

3.00

* Respect Parental Auth.

641

4

3.87

4.00

5.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

* Self Esteem

625

20

3.75

3.80

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Prior Contact w/Police

627

18

Neighborhood Context

0 = No Contact

463

463

71.80

1 = Contact

164

164

25.40

Prior Victimization

622

23

0 = No Victim.

220

220

34.10

1 = Victim.

402

402

62.30

435

67.40

167

25.90

* Commitment to School

633

12

602

42

3.86

4.00

4.00

4.00

1.00

5.00

Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes Committed
0 = No Crime

435

1 = Crimes Com.

167

Crimes against Persons

625

0 = No Crime

399

399

61.90

1 = Crimes Com.

226

226

35.00

140

21.70

454

70.40

Involvement in Pro-Social Act.
0 =No Involvement
1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
6.

594

20

51

140

1 = Involvement
454
Attitudes toward police- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Class-Results are from the average of 2 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Neighborhood Context
Appearance- Results are from the average of 3items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Safety- Results are from the average of 4 items on a scale of 1 to 3.
Respects toward Parental Authority- Results are from the average of 3 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Self Esteem- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
Commitment to School- Results are from the average of 5 items on a scale of 1 to 5.
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Conclusion
The results highlight the fact that the data set consist of 1288 juveniles of which 481 are
White, 162 are Black, and 645 are Hispanics. In analyzing the preliminary results, results point
to the conclusion that overall juveniles have favorable attitudes toward the police. This is
supported by the fact that for all three racial groups, the response selected the most for the
dependent variable (attitudes toward police) was “agree.” When assessing the independent
variables, many of them revealed similar results about the three different racial groups. For
example, the response selected the most by all three racial groups were the same for the
independent variables class (“disagree” selected most), neighborhood context which was
measured assessing neighborhood’s appearance (“not a problem” selected most) and
neighborhood’s safety (“not a problem” selected most), and respect toward parental authority
(“agree” selected most). The juveniles’ responses to the variable self-esteem varied slightly in
reference to the answer selected the most. White and Hispanic juveniles both selected the
response “often” the most as their answer choice whereas, “about half the time” was the most
selected response for Blacks. Further analysis revealed that a majority of all three racial groups’
members had no prior contact with police (no contact- Whites = 72.1%, Blacks = 63.0%, &
Hispanics= 71.8%), but had been the victim of prior victimization (been victimized- Whites =
68.2%, Blacks = 69.1%, & Hispanics 62.3%).
When analyzing the social bond variables (commitment to school, involvement in
delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activities), results for all three groups remained
similar. For example, all three racial groups for the variable commitment to school selected the
answer choice “agree” the most. Involvement in delinquency was measured looking at: property
crimes committed and crimes against persons. A majority (Whites = 72.6%, Blacks = 61.1%, &
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Hispanics 67.45) of the respondents for each group respectively was not involved in property
crimes. In analyzing crimes against persons, most of the Whites (60.3%) and Hispanics (61.9%)
respondents revealed they had not committed a crime against another person. Whereas for
Blacks, a little more than half (52.5%) were involved in crimes against persons. The results for
the variable involvement in pro-social revealed that an overwhelming majority (Whites = 74%,
Blacks = 78.4%, & Hispanics = 70.4%) of juveniles from all three groups were involved in prosocial activities.
Overall, the results for each racial group were fairly similar for all variables (class,
neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, prior contact with police, prior
victimization, commitment to school, and involvement in pro-social activities) except self-esteem
and one of the measures of involvement in delinquency (crimes against persons). In looking at
the results from the univariate analysis and the hypotheses presented earlier, only one of the
hypotheses is supported. The preliminary univariate results for the dependent variable (attitudes
toward police) lend support to the study’s hypothesis (H6: Overall, juveniles have a positive
ATP.) about juveniles overall attitudes. For each racial group, “agree” was the most selected
response to the questions that measured the juveniles’ attitudes toward police.
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Racial Differences based on Univariate Results


Results for each racial group were similar for the following variables: class,
neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, prior contact with police, prior
victimization, commitment to school, and involvement in pro-social activities.



For self-esteem, Whites and Hispanics juveniles both selected the response “often” the
most as their answer choice whereas, “about half the time” was the most selected
response for Blacks.



For crimes against persons, most of the Whites (60.3%) and Hispanics (61.9%)
respondents revealed they had not committed a crime against another person; whereas for
Blacks, a little more than half (52.5%) were involved in crimes against persons.



Blacks have a higher rate of prior contact with police than the other two racial groups
(prior contact- Whites = 25.8%, Blacks = 32.7%, & Hispanics= 25.4%).



Hispanics have the highest non-victimization rate of the three racial groups (not
victimized- Whites = 28.7%, Blacks = 24.7%, & Hispanics 34.1%).



Blacks have a higher rate of prior victimization than the other two racial groups (Whites
= 68.2%, Blacks = 69.1%, & Hispanics 62.3%)



Of the three groups, Blacks had the highest rate of involvement in property crimes
(Blacks = 31.5%, Whites = 23.5%, & Hispanics = 25.9%).
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Although a majority of the respondents from all three groups were involved in pro-social
activities, Blacks had the highest rate of involvement (Blacks = 78.4%, Whites = 74%, &
Hispanics = 70.4%).

To understand the relations among variables and the true effects of the independent variables
on attitudes towards police, I report on bivariate and multivariate analyses in the next
section/chapter. The racial differences discussed above will also be further tested using bivariate
and multivariate procedures.
ANOVA Results
In conducting the first phase of the analysis on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, the
second technique used was the analysis of variance (ANOVA). In general, the purpose of
ANOVA is to test for statistically significant differences between means. By using ANOVA, I
am trying to determine if statistically significant differences in means exist between the three
racial groups’ attitudes toward police when specific independent variables are taken into
consideration. Due to the data requirements of ANOVA (dependent variables must be intervalratio-level and independent variables must be of two categories (Healey, 2002)), only seven of
the independent variables were able to be analyzed using the technique. The independent
variables assessed include: race, age, gender, prior-contact, prior-victimization, involvement in
delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activity. For the analysis, the variables were recoded
as follows: race – 1 = Whites, 2 = Blacks, and 3 = Hispanics; age - 1 = 12 and under & 2 = 13
and over; prior-contact, prior-victimization, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in
pro-social activity were all recoded respectively so that 0 = no and 1 = yes to each variable. For
this analysis, the dependent variable used was “attitudes toward police.”
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It must be noted that the variables analyzed using ANOVA was analyzed in no particular
order. In looking at race, there is a statistically significant difference between Whites and Blacks
(p = .025) and Whites and Hispanics (p = .026) attitudes towards police. However, when
assessing Blacks and Hispanics there is no statistically significant difference between their
attitudes (p = 1.000). Further analysis of the mean scores for each racial group revealed that
Whites (mean score = 18.51) had the highest mean, followed by Hispanics (mean score = 17.73)
and Blacks (mean score = 17.27). Therefore, Whites have a more positive attitude toward police
when compared to the other racial groups. There is a statistically significant difference in the
means of attitudes toward police for White and Hispanic juveniles when race and age (looking at
the difference between those age 12 and under & this age 13 and over) is taken into
consideration (p = .05) (Table Six). For Blacks, there is no statistically significant difference in
the means of attitudes toward police when race and age is taken into consideration (Table Six).
For all racial groups, younger teens reported a higher mean score for attitudes toward police
(Table Six). As a result, younger teens for each racial group have a more positive attitude toward
police. When race and gender is taken into consideration, there is a statistically significant
difference in the means of attitudes toward police for White based on gander (p = .05) (Table
Six). The same was not found for Blacks and Hispanics (Table Six). However, for each racial
group females reported a higher mean score than males pointing to the fact that females have a
more positive attitude toward police (Table Six).
In assessing race and prior contact with the police, there is a statistically significant
difference in the means of White and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (p = .05)
(Table Six). However, Black juveniles had no statistically significant difference in means for
their attitudes toward police regardless of if they had or did not have prior-contact with police
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(Table Six). Juveniles with no prior contact with police for all racial categories reported a higher
mean score than those with such contact (Table Six). Overall, for each racial group those
without prior-contact with the police reported a more positive attitude toward the police.
There is no statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward police for
White and Black juveniles when race and prior victimization is taken into consideration (Table
Six). However, there is a statistically significant difference in the means of Hispanics’ attitudes
toward the police for those with prior victimization and those without (p = .05) (Table Six). Both
White and Hispanic groups reporting no prior victimization had a higher mean score for attitudes
toward police (Table Six). Blacks on the other hand, revealed that those with prior victimization
had a higher mean score for attitudes toward the police (Table Six). White and Hispanic
juveniles with no prior victimization and Blacks with prior victimization reported a more
positive attitude toward police.
The independent variable involvement in delinquency was measured looking at property
crimes committed and crimes against persons. Analysis revealed that for each racial group there
is a statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward the police when race and
property crimes committed are taken into consideration (p = .05) (Table Six). Juveniles for each
racial group who have not committed a property crime have a higher mean score for attitudes
toward police (Table Six). Therefore for each racial group, juveniles who have not committed
property crimes have a more positive attitude toward police.
When analyzing crimes against persons, both Whites and Hispanics reported a
statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward police when race and crimes
against persons are taken into consideration (p = .05) (Table Six). For Blacks, there is no
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statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward police for those that have
committed crimes against persons and those who have not (Table Six). Juveniles for each racial
group who have not committed a crime against persons have a higher mean score for attitudes
toward police (Table Six). Therefore for each racial group, juveniles who have not committed a
crime against persons have a more positive attitude toward police.
In assessing race and pro-social activities, there is a statistically significant difference in
the means of attitudes toward police for Whites when the two (race and pro-social activities)
variables are taken into consideration (p = .05) (Table Six). Black and Hispanic juveniles
revealed that there is no statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward police
when race and pro-social activities are taken into consideration (Table Six). For all racial
groups, those involved in pro-social activities reported a higher mean score for attitudes toward
police (Table Six). Therefore, those involved in pro-social activities for each racial group have a
more positive attitude toward police that those who are not involved.
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Table Six ANOVA Results
Variable

Race

Categories

Mean

Lower Bound

Upper Bound

Age

White

12 & under
13 & over
12 & under
13 & over
12 & under
13 & over
Female
Male
Female
Male
Female
Male
No Contact
Contact
No Contact
Contact
No Contact
Contact
No Vic.
Victimization
No Vic.
Victimization
No Vic.
Victimization

19.47
17.54
18.00
16.55
18.52
16.94
19.71
17.63
17.30
16.53
17.86
17.30
19.21
16.21
17.60
16.20
18.19
15.94
18.81
18.27
16.97
17.03
18.05
17.18

18.88
17.02
16.75
15.74
17.98
16.48
18.61
17.07
16.40
15.46
17.38
16.78
18.82
15.46
16.75
15.04
17.79
15.25
18.07
17.79
15.58
16.02
17.90
16.73

20.05
18.07
19.24
17.30
19.07
17.39
19.74
18.19
18.20
17.61
18.34
17.83
19.73
16.97
18.45
17.36
18.59
16.62
19.55
18.75
18.36
17.86
19.10
17.63

No Crime
Crime Commit
No Crime
Crime Commit
No Crime
Crime Commit
No Crime
Crime Commit
No Crime
Crime Commit
No Crime
Crime Commit
Not Involved
Involved
Not Involved
Involved
Not Involved
Involved

19.27
16.22
17.96
15.96
18.54
15.49
19.52
16.78
17.59
16.78
18.35
16.32
16.72
18.46
14.69
17.23
16.95
17.67

18.83
15.45
17.13
14.82
18.14
14.84
19.02
16.15
16.56
15.84
17.92
15.75
15.61
18.00
12.28
16.45
16.19
17.26

19.70
16.99
18.80
17.09
18.94
16.13
20.02
17.41
18.62
17.71
18.79
16.90
17.83
18.92
17.09
18.01
17.71
18.09

Black
Hispanic
Gender

White
Black
Hispanic

Prior Contact

White
Black
Hispanic

Prior Victimization

White
Black
Hispanic

Involvement in Delinquency
(Property Crimes Committed)

White
Black
Hispanic

(Crime Against Person)

White
Black
Hispanic

Pro-social Activities

White
Black
Hispanic
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Correlations Results
The independent variables that did not meet the data requirements of ANOVA
(dependent variables must be interval-ratio-level and independent variables must be of more than
two categories (Healey, 2002) was analyzed using correlations. Correlations require for
dependent and independent variables that are measured at the continuous level (Healey, 2002).
The technique of correlation is used to analyze the relationship between two variables. The
variables included in correlation analyses were: class, neighborhood context, respect toward
parental authority, self-esteem, and commitment to school. Similar to the ANOVA analysis that
was conducted, the dependent variable used for this analysis was “attitudes toward police.”
In analyzing class and attitudes toward police, results revealed that there is a statistically
significant positive (p = .000 & r = .150) relationship between the two (Table Seven). Therefore,
as one’s class status increases their attitudes toward the police are more positive. The next
variable neighborhood context was measured by looking at neighborhood safety and
neighborhood appearance. For the variable neighborhood appearance, there is a statistically
significant negative (p = .003 & r = -.078) relationship between it and attitudes toward the police
(Table Seven). As a result, as the physical appearance of one’s neighborhood deteriorates
(decreases) their attitude toward the police becomes more negative. In regards to neighborhood
safety and attitudes toward the police, results show a statistically significant negative (p = .004 &
r = -.077) relationship between the two variables (Table Seven). Thus, when the safety decreases
in one’s neighborhood, their attitude toward police as a result become more negative. When
assessing the variable respect toward parental authority, there is a statistically significant positive
(p = .000 & r = .268) relationship between it and attitudes toward police (Table Seven).
Therefore, as juveniles’ respect for parental authority increases their attitudes toward the police
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are more positive. The variable self-esteem revealed that there is a statistically significant
positive (p = .000 & r = .229) relationship between it and the dependent variable (Table Seven).
As juveniles’ self-esteem become more positive, their attitudes toward police become more
positive as well. When analyzing the relationship between attitudes toward police and
commitment to school, the results show that a statistically significant positive (p = .000 & r =
.404) relationship exists between the two (Table Seven). As juveniles’ commitment to school
increases their attitudes toward police become more positive.

Table Seven Correlations Results

Attitudes toward Police
(5Q)

Class

Neighborhood Appearance

Respect Parental Authority

Self Esteem

Commit to School

*Statistically Significant (.05)

Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation

1438
.150*
.000
1426
-.078*
.003
1414
-.077*
.004
1421
.268*
.000
1430
.229*
.000
1414
.404*

Sig. (2-tailed)
N

.000
1423

Class
.150*
.000
1426
1
1473
-.165*
.000
1452
-.148*
.000
1457
.197*
.000
1466
.366*
.000
1447
.243*
.000
1457

Neighborhood
Appearance
-.078*

Neighborhood
Safety
-.077*

.003
1414
-.165*
.000
1452
1

.004
1421
-.148*
.000
1457
.730*
.000
1459
1

1468
.730*
.000
1459
-.083*
.002
1457
-.054*
.040
1434
-.039
.142
1445

1476
-.087*
.001
1466
-.035
.180
1441
-.034
.197
1454

Respect
Parental
Authority
.268*
.000
1430
.197*
.000
1466
-.083*
.002
1457
-.087*
.001
1466
1
1485
.340*
.000
1448
.438*
.000
1464

Self
Esteem
.229*

Commitment
to School
.404*

.000
1414
.366*
.000
1447
-.054*
.040
1434
-.035
.180
1441
.340*
.000
1448
1
1456
.489*

.000
1423
.243**
.000
1457
-.039
.142
1445
-.034
.197
1454
.438*
.000
1464
.489*
.000
1441
1

.000
1441

1472
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Neighborhood Safety

Pearson Correlation

Attitudes
toward
Police
(5Q)
1
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In conclusion, when assessing attitudes towards the police using ANOVA, there is a
statistically significant difference in attitudes towards police between Whites compared to Blacks
and Whites compared to Hispanics. When assessing Blacks and Hispanics attitudes there is no
statistically significant difference between the two. When age and race is considered, only
Whites and Hispanics have a statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward
police. However, younger teens for all three racial groups reported a higher mean score for
attitudes toward police and therefore, have a more positive attitude toward police. When race and
gender is considered, there is a statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward
police for Whites based on gender (p = .05). The same was not found for Blacks and Hispanics.
Nevertheless, for each racial group females reported higher mean scores than males pointing to
the fact that females have a more positive attitude toward police.
In assessing race and prior contact with the police, there is only a statistically significant
difference in the means of White and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. Juveniles
with no prior contact with police for all three racial categories reported a higher mean score than
those with such contact. Overall, for each racial group those without prior-contact with the
police reported a more positive attitude toward the police. When race and prior victimization is
considered, Hispanics were the only group that reported a statistically significant difference in
the means of attitudes toward police. Both White and Hispanic groups reporting no prior
victimization had a higher mean score for attitudes toward police. For Blacks, juveniles with
prior victimization had a higher mean score for attitudes toward the police. As a result, White
and Hispanic juveniles with no prior victimization and Blacks with prior victimization reported a
more positive attitude toward police. In looking at one of the measures of involvement in
delinquency, property crimes committed; each racial group had a statistically significant
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difference in the means of attitudes toward the police when race and property crimes committed
were considered. Juveniles for each racial group who have not committed a property crime have
a higher mean score for attitudes toward police. Therefore, those who have not committed
property crimes have a more positive attitude toward police. For crimes against persons, only
Whites and Hispanics reported a statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward
police when race and crimes against persons are considered. Juveniles for each racial group who
have not committed a crime against persons have a higher mean score for attitudes toward police.
Thus, juveniles who have not committed a crime against persons have a more positive attitude
toward police. In assessing pro-social activities, Black and Hispanic juveniles revealed that there
is no statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward police when race and prosocial activities are considered. For all racial groups, those involved in pro-social activities
reported a higher mean score for attitudes toward police. Therefore, those involved in pro-social
activities for each racial group have a more positive attitude toward police that those who are not
involved.
Of the five independent variables (class, neighborhood context, and respect toward
parental authority, self-esteem, and commitment to school) analyzed using correlations, only one
of the variables (neighborhood context) revealed a negative relationship with juveniles’ attitudes
toward police. Both measures of neighborhood context (appearance and safety) revealed a
negative effect on the juveniles’ attitude toward police. The negative relationships can be
expressed as: when the physical appearance of one’s neighborhood deteriorates (decreases) their
attitude toward the police becomes more negative, and when the safety decreases in one’s
neighborhood, their attitude toward the police become more negative. Whereas on the other
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hand, as the juveniles’ class status, respect toward parental authority, and commitment to school
increase and self-esteem become more positive, their attitudes toward police are more positive.
Racial Differences based on Bivariate Results


There is a statistically significant difference between Whites and Blacks (p = .025) and
Whites and Hispanics (p = .026) attitudes towards police.



There is no statistically significant difference between Blacks and Hispanics attitudes (p
= 1.000).



Based on means reported, Whites have a more positive attitude toward police followed by
Hispanics then Blacks.



There is a statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward police for
White and Hispanic juveniles when race and age (looking at the difference between those
age 12 and under & this age 13 and over) is taken into consideration (p = .05), but not for
Blacks.



Only Whites reported a statistically significant difference in mean scores for attitudes
toward police in reference to race and gender.



When race and prior contact with the police is taken into consideration, there is a
statistically significant difference in the means of White and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police (p = .05), but not for Blacks.



Unlike Hispanics, there is no statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes
toward police for White and Black juveniles when race and prior victimization is taken
into consideration.



White and Hispanic groups reporting no prior victimization had a higher mean score for
attitudes toward police.
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Blacks revealed that those with prior victimization had a higher mean score for attitudes
toward the police whereas for White and Hispanic juveniles, those with no prior
victimization had a higher mean score.



Whites and Hispanics reported a statistically significant difference in means of attitudes
toward police when race and crimes against persons are taken into consideration (p =
.05), but not for Blacks.



Unlike Whites, Black and Hispanic juveniles revealed that there is no statistically
significant difference in means of attitudes toward police when race and pro-social
activities are taken into consideration.
It must be noted that the preliminary bivariate results lend support to several of the

study’s hypotheses. These results were concluded based on the mean scores of the three racial
groups. There are findings that support the hypotheses in reference to race and attitudes toward
the police. The hypotheses about race and attitudes toward to police stated: H3: Black and
Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police will be less positive when compared to Whites
and, H5: Blacks will have a more negative attitude toward police than Hispanics. The bivariate
results revealed that Whites indeed have a more positive attitude toward police than Blacks and
Hispanics and that Hispanics’ attitudes were more positive than Blacks.
For age, it was hypothesized that older juveniles will have a more negative attitude
toward the police than younger juveniles (H9). The results from the ANOVA analysis revealed
that for all three racial groups, younger juveniles have a more positive attitude toward police.
The results from the bivariate analysis also supported the hypothesis in reference to gender and
attitudes toward police (H7: Females will have a more positive attitude toward the police than
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males). The analysis revealed that females for each racial group have a more positive attitude
toward the police.
Earlier in the study, the hypothesis in reference to prior contact with police stated that
juveniles reporting prior contact with the police will have a negative attitude toward the police
(H12). The results from the bivariate analysis supported this hypothesis finding that for each
racial group those without prior-contact with the police reported a more positive attitude toward
the police.
In looking at prior victimization, it was hypothesized that juveniles’ reporting prior
victimization will have a negative attitude toward the police (H14). The ANOVA results
provided support for Whites and Hispanics, but not for Blacks. The results revealed that White
and Hispanic juveniles with no prior victimization reported a more positive attitude toward
police thus confirming what was hypothesized. For Blacks where the hypothesis does not hold
true, the ANOVA results revealed that Blacks with prior victimization have a more positive
attitude toward police.
The bivariate analysis results for involvement in pro-social activities support the study’s
hypothesis that, juveniles involved in pro-social activities will have a positive attitude toward the
police (H10). The results revealed that those involved in pro-social activities for each racial
group have a more positive attitude toward police than those who are not involved. Although this
section provides support for some of the hypotheses of this study, additional analysis will be
conducted to test each hypothesis in later sections.
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Multivariate Analysis of Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police
Blacks Compared to Whites
In an effort to advance the literature on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, three linear
regression models were developed specifically to analyze the racial differences between Blacks
versus Whites, Hispanics versus Whites, and Blacks versus Hispanics. To conduct this analysis,
race was re-coded into three dichotomous variables as follows: 1. Blacks = 1, Whites = 0, and
everyone else equal to system missing, 2. Hispanics = 1, Whites = 0, and everyone else equal to
system missing, and 3. Blacks = 1, Hispanics = 0, and everyone else equal to system missing.
The variables analyzed in each model includes: Model 1 Demographic Variables- age, gender,
and class; Model 2 Personal Experience Variables- prior victimization, prior contact with police,
neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem; and Model 3 Social Bond
Variables- involvement in delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and commitment to
school. The linear regression models permitted a simultaneous examination of all the variables
that affect juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. In order to assess which demographic, personal
experiences, and social bonds variables are the determinants of juveniles’ attitudes, dependent
variable, “attitudes toward the police” is used.
Of the Demographic variables analyzed in Table Eight Equation 1 (Black vs. White), the
dichotomous race variable (BlackD), age, gender and class are statistically significant. More
important, further analysis shows that White juveniles have a more positive attitude than Black
juveniles toward the police (Formula 1).
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Formula 1: Race- Blacks vs. Whites
Equation: Y1 = a + b1x1 + b2x2
a = Constant (35)
b2 = Unstandardized Coefficient for race (-1.327)
x2 = Race (Black = 1, White = 0)

In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to Black (x2 = 1),
Y1 = a + b1x1 + (-1.327) (1)
Y1 = a + b1x1 + -1.327
Y1 = 35+ -1.327
Y1 = 33.673
In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to White (x2 = 0),
Y2 = a + b1x1 + (-1.327) (0)
Y2 = a + b1x1 + 0
Y2 = 35 + 0
Y2 = 35
The difference between Blacks and Whites equals
Y1-Y2.
33.673 – 35 = -1.327
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The next set of variables in Table Eight Equation 2 to assess juveniles’ attitudes toward
the police using the dichotomous race variable (Black vs. White) is grouped together because
they measure the impact of the juveniles’ personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables
(prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental
authority, and self-esteem) are assessed in Table Eight Equation 2, along with the four
demographic variables (BlackD, age, gender, and class) previously mentioned in Table Eight
Equation 1. An analysis of Table Eight Equation 2 revealed that the impact of the dichotomous
race variable (BlackD), age and class remains statistically significant even after the addition of
the personal experience variables. Of the personal experience variables (prior victimization, prior
contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) in
Table Eight Equation 2, only two of the variables were found to be statistically significant. These
two variables are respect for parental authority (p = .000) and prior contact with police (p =.001).
In Table Eight Equation 2, of the variables found to be statistically significant, the standard
regression coefficient for age (-.217) exerts the greatest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police when Blacks are compared to Whites, followed by respect for parental authority (.187),
prior contact with police (-.132), the dichotomous race variable (BlackD = -.117), and class (.085). In addition, the test for the increase of variance explained in Table Eight Equation 2 (.202)
increased from that of Equation 1 (.142). Thus, the F-test associated with the increase of the Rsquared suggests that the variables related to the juveniles’ personal experiences in this equation
contribute substantially to our ability to predict what affect juveniles’ attitudes toward the police
when Blacks are compared to Whites (R-squared change: Model 1= .142 & Model 2= .059).
With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Eight Equation 3, two of the
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demographic variables (Dichotomous race variable and age) were found to be statistically
significant. In Equation 3, none of the juveniles’ personal experience variables were statistically
significant. In regards to the social bond variables in Table Eight Equation 3, two (commitment
to school and involvement in delinquency) of the three variables was found to be statistically
significant. Involvement in delinquency was assessed by looking at property crimes committed
and crimes committed against persons. Both measures of involvement in delinquency were found
to be statistically significant. In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Eight Equation 3 for
commitment to school (.197) revealed that it had the largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward
the police when Blacks are compared to Whites, followed by property crimes committed (-.184),
age (-.173), crimes against persons (-.100), and the dichotomous race variable (-.097).
Furthermore, the test for the increase of variance explained for Equation 3 in Table Eight (.263)
substantially exceeds those that are explained by Equation 1(.142) and Equation 2 (.202).
Therefore, the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggest that Equation 3 within
Table Eight better explains and predicts juveniles’ attitudes toward police when Blacks are
compared to Whites than do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change: Model 1= .134, Model 2=
.053, & Model 3= .077) (see Table Eight).

Table Eight Blacks ATP Compared to Whites (N= 481)
Equation 1
b
Dependent: Juveniles' attitudes
toward the police - constant
Independent Variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class
Race (Blacks=1) (Whites=0)

Beta

Equation 2
Sig.

35

-1.090*
-1.192*
-.451*
-1.327*

b

Beta

Equation 3
Sig.

27

-.228
-.128
-.164
-.122

.000
.001
.000
.001

b

Beta

Sig.

23

-1.005*
-.354
-.226*
-1.241*

-0.217
-.039
-.226
-0.117

.000
.330
.051
.003

-.800*
.186
-.200
1.027*

-.173
.021
-.074
-.097

.000
.633
.105
.021

-.024
-.024
.351*
.048
-1.315*
.161

-.009
-.011
.187
.064
-.132
.016

.870
.837
.000
.148
.001
.679

.021
-.055
.123
-.008
-.737
.697

.007
-.026
.065
-.011
-.074
.071

.894
.649
.168
.897
.092
.096

.265
-1.819
-.904

.197*
-.187*
-.100*

.000
.000
.028

.672

.052

.211

Neighborhood Context
Appearance
Safety

Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against
Persons
Involvement in Pro-Social Act.
R-square =
F=
Significance =
P= .05

.114
21.143
.000

.202
14.152
.000

.263
11.831
.000
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Hispanics Compared to Whites
In further analysis, the attitudes of Hispanic juveniles were compared to those of Whites
using the same procedures as the analysis above. The variables analyzed in each model includes:
Model 1 Demographic Variables- age, gender, and class; Model 2 Personal Experience
Variables- prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for
parental authority, and self-esteem; and Model 3 Social Bond Variables- involvement in
delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and commitment to school.
Analyses of Table Nine Equation 1 (Hispanics vs. Whites) Demographic variables reveal
that the dichotomous race variable (HispanicsD) is statistically significant along with the
variables age, gender and class. More important, further analysis shows that White juveniles
have a more positive attitude than Hispanic juveniles toward the police (Formula 2).
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Formula 2: Race- Hispanics vs. Whites
Equation: Y1 = a + b1x1 + b2x2
a = Constant (34)
b2 = Unstandardized Coefficient for race (-.639)
x2 = Race (Hispanic = 1, White = 0)

In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to Hispanic (x2 = 1),
Y1 = a + b1x1 + (-.639)(1)
Y1 = a + b1x1 + -.639
Y1 = 34 + -.639
Y1 = 33.361
In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to White (x2 = 0),
Y2 = a + b1x1 + (-.639) (0)
Y2 = a + b1x1 + 0
Y2 = 34 + 0
Y2 = 34
The difference between Hispanics and Whites equals
Y1-Y2.
33.361 – 34 = -.639
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The next set of variables in Table Nine Equation 2 to assess juveniles’ attitudes toward
the police using a dichotomous race variable (Hispanics vs. Whites) is grouped together because
they measure the impact of the juveniles’ personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables
(prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental
authority, and self-esteem) are assessed in Table Nine Equation 2, along with the four
demographic variables (HispanicsD, age, gender, and class) previously mentioned in Table Nine
Equation 1. An analysis of Table Nine Equation 2 revealed that age is the only demographic
variable that remains statistically significant after the addition of the personal experience
variables. Of the personal experience variables (prior victimization, prior contact with police,
neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) in Table Nine Equation 2,
three of the variables were found to be statistically significant. These three variables are respect
for parental authority (p = .000), self-esteem (.000) and prior contact with police (p =.000). In
Table Nine Equation 2, of the variables found to be statistically significant, the standard
regression coefficient for respect for parental authority (.211) exerts the greatest effect on
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when Hispanics are compared to Whites, followed by age
(-.203), prior contact with police (-.151), and self-esteem (.129). In addition, the test for the
increase of variance explained in Table Nine Equation 2 (.203) significantly increased from that
of Equation 1 (.097). Thus, the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggests that
the variables related to the juveniles’ personal experiences in this equation contribute
substantially to our ability to predict what affect juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when
Hispanics are compared to Whites (R-squared change: Model 1= .105 & Model 2= .099).
With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Nine Equation 3, only one of the
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demographic variables (age) were found to be statistically significant. In Equation 3, two of the
juveniles’ personal experience variables were statistically significant (respect toward parental
authority and prior contact with police). In regards to the social bond variables in Table Nine
Equation 3, two (commitment to school and involvement in delinquency) of the three variables
was found to be statistically significant. Involvement in delinquency was assessed by looking at
property crimes committed and crimes committed against persons. Both measures of
involvement in delinquency were found to be statistically significant. In addition, the standard
coefficient in Table Nine Equation 3 for commitment to school (.203) revealed that it had the
largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when Hispanics are compared to Whites,
followed by age (-.163), property crimes committed (-.158), crimes against persons (-.111),
respect toward parental authority (.087), and prior contact with police (-.076). Furthermore, the
test for the increase of variance explained for Equation 3 in Table Nine (.260) substantially
exceeds those that are explained by Equation 1(.097) and Equation 2 (.203). Therefore, the F-test
associated with the increase of the R-squared suggest that Equation 3 within Table Nine better
explains and predicts juveniles’ attitudes toward police when Hispanics are compared to Whites
than do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change: Model 1= .099, Model 2= .089, & Model 3= .072)
(see Table Nine).

Table Nine Hispanics ATP Compared to Whites (N= 1065)
Equation 1
b
Dependent: Juveniles' attitudes
toward the police - constant

34

Independent Variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class
Race (Hispanics=1) (Whites=0)

-1.012*
-.807*
-.449*
-.639*

Beta

Equation 2
Sig.

b

Beta

Equation 3
Sig.

24

-.214
-.090
-.169
-.071

.000
.002
.000
.017

b

Beta

Sig.

20

-.941*
-.198
-.146
-.433

-.203
-.022
-.057
-.049

.000
.456
.084
.111

-.747*
.163
-.084
-.506

-.163
.019
-.033
-.058

.000
.553
.337
.067

-.061
.126
.354*
.090*
-1.518*
-.369

-.025
.065
.211
.129
-.151
-.039

.565
.127
.000
.000
.000
.184

-.073
.126
.145*
.042
-.755*
.235

-.030
.067
.087
.061
-.076
.026

.504
.132
.011
.101
.022
.420

.254*
1.520*
-.994*

.203
-.158
-.111

.000
.000
.001

.338

.031

.304

Neighborhood Context
Appearance
Safety

Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against
Persons
Involvement in Pro-Social Act.
R-square =
F=
Significance =
P= .05

.097
28.307
.000

.203
24.929
.000

.260
21.102
.000
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Blacks Compared to Hispanics
In further analysis, the attitudes of Black juveniles were compared to those of Hispanics
using the same procedures as the analysis above. The variables analyzed in each model includes:
Model 1 Demographic Variables- age, gender, and class; Model 2 Personal Experience
Variables- prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for
parental authority, and self-esteem; and Model 3 Social Bond Variables- involvement in
delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and commitment to school.
Analyses of Table Ten Equation 1 (Blacks vs. Hispanics) Demographic variables reveal
that only age is statistically significant. More important, further analysis shows that Hispanic
juveniles have a more positive attitude than Black juveniles toward the police (Formula 2).
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Formula 3: Race- Blacks vs. Hispanics
Equation: Y1 = a + b1x1 + b2x2
a = Constant (30)
b2 = Unstandardized Coefficient for race (-.548)
x2 = Race (Black = 1, Hispanic = 0)

In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to Black (x2 = 1),
Y1 = a + b1x1 + (-.548) (1)
Y1 = a + b1x1 + -.548
Y1 = 30 + -.548
Y1 = 29.452
In order to focus on the effect of race, we hold gender as a constant (b1x1) and regard its effects
as zero; therefore, when race equals to Hispanic (x2 = 0),
Y2 = a + b1x1 + (-.548) (0)
Y2 = a + b1x1 + 0
Y2 = 30 + 0
Y2 = 30
The difference between Blacks and Hispanics equals
Y1-Y2.
29.452 – 30 = -.548
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The next set of variables in Table Ten Equation 2 to assess juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police using a dichotomous race variable (Blacks vs. Hispanics) is grouped together because they
measure the impact of the juveniles’ personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables (prior
victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and
self-esteem) are assessed in Table Ten Equation 2, along with the four demographic variables
(BlackHisD, age, gender, and class) previously mentioned in Table Ten Equation 1. An analysis
of Table Ten Equation 2 revealed that two (age and dichotomous variable race) of the
demographic variables remain statistically significant after the addition of the personal
experience variables. Of the personal experience variables (prior victimization, prior contact with
police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) in Table Ten
Equation 2, three of the variables were found to be statistically significant. These three variables
are respect for parental authority (p = .000), self-esteem (.001) and prior contact with police (p
=.001). In Table Ten Equation 2, of the variables found to be statistically significant, the
standard regression coefficient for respect for parental authority (.230) exerts a greatest effect on
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when Blacks are compared to Hispanics, followed by age (.191), self-esteem (.142), prior contact with police (-.123), and the dichotomous variable race (.079). In addition, the test for the increase of variance explained in Table Ten Equation 2 (.176)
significantly increased from that of Equation 1 (.052). Thus the F-test associated with the
increase of the R-squared suggests that the variables related to the juveniles’ personal
experiences in this equation contribute substantially to our ability to predict what affect
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when Blacks are compared to Hispanics (R-squared
change: Model 1= .066 & Model 2= .110).
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With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Ten Equation 3, only one of the
demographic variables (age) were found to be statistically significant. In Equation 3, only one of
the juveniles’ personal experience variables were statistically significant (respect toward parental
authority). In regards to the social bond variables in Table Ten Equation 3, two (commitment to
school and involvement in delinquency) of the three variables was found to be statistically
significant. Involvement in delinquency was assessed by looking at property crimes committed
and crimes committed against persons. Both measures of involvement in delinquency were found
to be statistically significant. In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Ten Equation 3 for
commitment to school (.300) revealed that it had the largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward
the police when Blacks are compared to Hispanics, followed by property crimes committed (.163), age (-.149), respect toward parental authority (.088), and crimes against persons (-.081).
Furthermore, the test for the increase of variance explained for Equation 3 in Table Ten (.267)
substantially exceeds those that are explained by Equation 1(.052) and Equation 2 (.176).
Therefore, the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggest that Equation 3 within
Table Ten better explains and predicts juveniles’ attitudes toward police when Blacks are
compared to Hispanics than do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change: Model 1= .066, Model 2=
.091, & Model 3= .110) (see Table Ten).

Table Ten Blacks ATP Compared to Hispanics (N= 745)
Equation 1
b
Dependent: Juveniles' attitudes
toward the police - constant

30

Independent Variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class
Race (Blacks=1) (Hispanics=0)

-.928*
-.495
-.140
-.548

Beta

Equation 2
Sig.

b

Beta

Equation 3
Sig.

21

-.199
-.057
-.056
-.051

.000
.115
.123
.160

b

Beta

Sig.

16

-.887*
.111
.062
-.863*

-.191
.013
.025
-.079

.000
.731
.531
.031

-.679*
.405
.054
-.725

-.149
.047
.021
-.067

.000
.210
.602
.076

-.069
.108
.366*
.100*
-1.191*
-.529

-.028
.058
.230
.142
-.123
-.058

.589
.262
.000
.001
.001
.111

-.151
.145
.139*
.027
-.280
-.063

-.062
.081
.088
.040
-.029
-.007

.234
.122
.028
.378
.454
.852

.374*
1.493*
-.698*

.300
-.163
-.081

.000
.000
.040

.270

.026

.479

Neighborhood Context
Appearance
Safety

Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against
Persons
Involvement in Pro-Social Act.
R-square =
F=
Significance =
P = .05

.052
10.188
.000

.176
14.447
.000

.267
15.272
.000
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In conclusion, there are many statements that can be made based upon the analyses
performed using race a dichotomous variable. From a racial perspective, it is found that Whites
have a more positive attitude toward the police than Blacks. With the addition of the personal
experience variables (Equation 2), the dichotomous variable race (BlackD), age, class, respect
for parental authority, and prior contact with the police was statistically significant. Of these
variables (Demographic and personal experience variables) found to be statistically significant,
the standard regression coefficient for age (-.217) revealed it exerts the greatest effect on
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when Blacks are compared to Whites. In Table Eight
Equation 3 that compares Blacks to Whites, the only variables found to be statistically significant
was the dichotomous race variable (BlackD), age, commitment to school, and involvement in
delinquency. Involvement in delinquency was assessed by looking at property crimes committed
and crimes committed against persons. Both measures of involvement in delinquency were found
to be statistically significant. It is important to note that age and race remain statistically
significant through all three equations. In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Eight
Equation 3 for commitment to school (.197) revealed that it had the largest effect on juveniles’
attitudes toward the police. Also when looking at the comparison between Blacks versus Whites,
the dichotomous variable race (BlackD) along with age remains statistically significant even with
the addition of the personal experience (Equation 2) and social bond variables (Equation 3).
In looking further at the analysis of Hispanics compared to Whites, age is the only
variable that remains statistically significant throughout all three equations. Before the addition
of the personal experience and social bond variables in Equations 2 and 3, all demographic
variables were statistically significant (Table Nine Equation 1). Also, analysis revealed that
Whites have a more positive attitude toward the police than Hispanics. Once the personal
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experience variables are taken into consideration, the only variables that are statistically
significant include: age, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, and prior contact with police.
Of these variables, respect for parental authority has the greatest effect on juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police. Equation 3 of Table Nine included all of the study’s variables and those found
to be statistically significant included: age, respect toward parental authority, prior contact with
police, commitment to school, and both measures of involvement in delinquency (property
crimes committed and crimes committed against persons), with commitment to school (.203)
exerting the largest effect on juveniles attitudes toward the police.
In analyzing Blacks compared to Hispanics (Table Ten), just as with Hispanics compared
to Whites and Blacks compared to Whites age is the only variable that remains statistically
significant throughout all three equations. Further analysis show that Hispanics have a more
positive attitude toward the police than Blacks. With the addition of the personal experience
variables, the dichotomous variable race (BlackHisD) remains statistically significant along with
age, respect toward parental authority, self-esteem, and prior contact with police. When the same
variables are included in Equation 3 along with the social bond variables, the variables that are
statistically significant are age, respect toward parental authority, commitment to school, and
both measures of involvement in delinquency (property crimes committed and crimes committed
against persons). Just as with Hispanics compared to Whites, commitment to school (.300)
exerted the largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. The results revealed in Table
Ten were similar to Tables Eight and Nine in that Equation 3 explains the most variance.
Overall, for all three comparisons groups (Black vs. Whites, Hispanics vs. Whites, &
Black vs. Hispanics) age is the only variable that remains statistically significant throughout each
equation (Equation 1, 2, & 3). When only looking at Equation 2 for all three comparison groups,
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of the personal experience variables, respect toward parental authority and prior contact with
police are two variables found to be statistically significant for each group. When looking at
Equation 3 only, the social bond variables commitment to school and involvement in
delinquency (both measures- personal crimes committed and crimes against persons) was found
to be statistically significant for all groups. The personal experience variables, neighborhood
context and prior victimization were not found to be statistically significant in any of the
equations for neither of the comparison groups. Gender and class were only found to be
statistically significant when comparing Blacks versus Whites and Hispanics versus Whites. The
effects of these two variables (gender and class) were not statistically significant when
comparing both minority groups (Blacks vs. Hispanics). More importantly, Whites have a more
positive attitude toward the police than do both Blacks and Hispanics. On the other hand,
Hispanics have a more positive attitude toward the police than do Blacks. The dichotomous race
variable when comparing Blacks versus Whites remain statistically significant for all three
equations. Whereas, when analyzing Hispanics versus Whites the race variable is only
statistically significant in Equation 1 and it is only statistically significant in Equation 2 for
Blacks versus Hispanics. Therefore, the race variable has more of an effect when analyzing
Blacks versus Whites than when looking at the other two comparison groups. For each
comparison group analyzed, Equation 3 does the best job in explaining and predicting juveniles’
attitudes toward police than any of the other equations, when analyzing the F-test associated with
the increase of the R-squared. Commitment to school in Equation 3 for each comparison group
analyzed revealed that it has the largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward the police than any
other variable.
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It must be noted that from these multivariate analyses support was found for some of the
study’s hypotheses. In particular, it was hypothesized that involvement in delinquency would be
statistically significant in explaining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H1). The analysis
performed above provided support for this hypothesis whereby, involvement in delinquency was
statistically significant for all racial group comparison. One of the study’s earlier hypothesis
stated that commitment to school would be statistically significant in explaining juveniles’
attitudes toward the police (H2). When looking at the social bond variables analyzed,
commitment to school was statistically significant for all racial groups compared. It was
hypothesized that Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police would be less
positive when compared to Whites (H3). The results from the multivariate analyses confirmed
that Whites have a more positive attitude toward the police than do Blacks and Hispanics. In
addition, it was hypothesized earlier that Blacks would have a more negative attitude toward the
police than Hispanics (H5). This hypothesis was supported by results showing Hispanics having
a more positive attitude when compared to their Blacks minority counterparts. It was
hypothesized earlier that (H8) class will be a statistically significant determinant of attitudes
toward the police. The results show that when Blacks are compared to Whites and Hispanics are
compared to Whites that class is statistically significant. The analyses also lend support for the
hypothesis stated, (H15): respect for parental authority will be a statistically determinant of
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. Additional analyses will be performed to determine if
additional support is found that support the study’s hypotheses.
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Multivariate Analysis of Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police (Continued)
Determinants of White Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police
In an effort to advance the literature on White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, three
linear regression models were developed for each racial group (White, Black, and Hispanics)
independently. The variables analyzed in each model includes: Model 1 demographic variablesage, gender, and class; Model 2 personal experience variables- prior victimization, prior contact
with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem; and Model 3
social bond variables- involvement in delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and
commitment to school. The linear regression models permitted a simultaneous examination of all
the variables that affect juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. In order to assess which
demographic, personal experience, or social bond variables are the determinants of juveniles’
attitudes, my combined dependent variable, “global attitudes toward the police (5 questions
added together)” is used for analysis.
From the analysis, Table Eleven Equation 1 (White respondents only are included)
Demographic variables reveal that the respondents’ age, gender, and class are all statistically
significant

in

explaining

White

juveniles’

attitudes

toward

the

police.

Table Eleven Determinants of White Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police (N= 481)________________________________________________________
b

Dependent: Juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police – constant

Equation 1
Beta
Sig.

37

Independent variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class

-1.133* -.237
-1.220* -.131
-.707* -.251

Equation 2
Beta Sig.

28

.000
.002
.000

-1.036* -.226
-.533
-.060
-.398* -.147

R-square =
F=
Significance =
P= .005

.149
27.508
.000

.222
12.129
.000

Equation 3
Beta
Sig.

25

.000
.190
.003

-.066 -.023 .694
.060
.027 .655
.288* .152 .003
.129
.101 .067
-1.667* -.164 .000
.129
.013 .767

Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against Persons
Involvement in Pro-social Act.

b

-.899* -.197
-.122
-.014
-.330* -.122

.000
.784
.021

.025
.010
.112
.125
-1.108*
.769

.009
.005
.060
.102
-.109
.079

.887
.942
.285
.112
.032
.109

.097

.075

.240

-1.886*
-1.179 *
.540

-.187
-.129
.043

.000
.015
.358

.271
9.355
.000__________________________
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The next set of variables in Table Eleven Equation 2 to assess White juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police are grouped together because they measure the impact of the juveniles’
personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables (prior victimization, prior contact with
police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) are assessed in
Table Eleven Equation 2, along with the three demographic variables (age, gender, and class)
previously mentioned in Table 3 Equation 1. An analysis of Table Eleven Equation 2 revealed
that the impact of age and class remains statistically significant even after the addition of the
personal experience variables. The prior victimization of White juveniles was not statistically
significant. Neighborhood context was measured by looking at safety and appearance, however,
neither variable was found to be statistically significant in determining White juveniles’ attitude
toward the police. In addition, self-esteem was not statistically significant.
In reference to respect for parental authority, the linear regression reveals that it is
statistically significant in explaining White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. The variable
prior contact was also found to be statistically significant in Equation 2. In Table Eleven
Equation 2, of the variables found to be statistically significant, the standard regression
coefficient for age (-.226) exerts a larger effect on White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police
followed by prior contact with police (-.164), respect for parental authority (.152), and class (.147). In addition, the test for the increase of variance explained by Table Eleven Equation 2
(.222) increased from that of Equation 1 (.144). Thus, the F-test associated with the increase of
the R-squared suggests that the variables related to the White juveniles’ personal experiences in
this equation contribute substantially to our ability to predict what affects Whites’ attitudes
toward the police (R-squared change: Model 1= .160 & Model 2= .060).
.
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With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Eleven Equation 3, two of the
demographic variables (age and class) and one of the personal experience variables (prior
contact) remained statistically significant. However, involvement in pro-social activity and
commitment to school were not found to be statistically significant. In Equation 3, involvement
in delinquency was assessed by looking at property crimes committed and crimes committed
against persons. Both measures of involvement in delinquency were found to be statistically
significant. In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Eleven Equation 3 for age (-.197)
revealed that age had the largest effect on White juveniles’ attitudes compared to other
independent variables in the equation, followed by involvement in delinquency- (1) property
crimes committed (-.187) and (2) crimes against persons (-.129), class (-.122), and prior contact
(-.109). Furthermore, the test for the increase of variance explained by Equation 3 in Table
Eleven (.271) exceeds that explained by Equation 1(.144) and Equation 2 (.222). Therefore, the
F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggests that Equation 3 better explains and
predicts White juveniles’ attitudes toward police than do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change:
Model 1= .147, Model 2= .062, & Model 3= .058). (see Table Eleven).
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Determinants of Black Juveniles’ Attitudes toward the Police
In an effort to advance the literature on Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, three
linear regression models were developed for Black juveniles. The variables analyzed in each
model includes: Model 1 demographic variables- age, gender, and class; Model 2 personal
experience variables- prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context,
respect for parental authority, and self-esteem; and Model 3 social bond variables- involvement
in delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and

commitment to school. The linear

regression models permitted a simultaneous examination of all the variables that affect juveniles’
attitudes toward the police. In order to assess which demographic, personal experience, and
social bond variables are the determinants of Black juveniles’ attitudes, my combined dependent
variables, “global attitudes toward the police (5 questions added together)” is used for analysis.
From the analysis, Table Twelve Equation 1 (Black respondents only are included)
Demographic variables reveals that only the respondents’ age is statistically significant in
explaining Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.

Table Twelve Determinants of Black Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police (N= 162)_______________________________________________
Equation 1
Equation 2
Equation 3
b
Beta
Sig.
b Beta
Sig.
b
Beta
Sig.
Dependent: Juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police – constant
28
20
12
Independent variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class

-.920*
-.627
.208

Neighborhood Context
Appearance
Safety
Respect Parental Auth.
Self-Esteem
Prior Contact
Prior Victimization

-.194
-.069
-.085

.016
.387
.288

- .835* -.179 .043
.597
.067 .465
.114
.048 .642

-.027
-.152
.409*
.126
-.448
.548

R-square =
F=
Significance =
P= .005

.228
.356
.882

-.184 -.070 .567
-.015 -.008 .950
.086
.049 .634
-.123 -.092 .412
-.057 -.006 .945
.818
.085 .360
.610*

.403

.000

-1.905* -.212 .030
-.253
-.029 .758
1.382
.091 .320
.050
2.642
.051

.138
1.978
.041

.308
3.057
.001____________________________
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Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against Persons
Involvement in Pro-social Act.

-.010 .932
-.080 .513
.235
.017
.092
.343
-.049 .592
.055 .524

-.521 -.110
.778
.088
-.041 -.016
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The next set of variables in Table Twelve Equation 2 to assess Black juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police are grouped together because they measure the impact of the juveniles’
personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables (prior victimization, prior contact with
police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) are assessed in
Table Twelve Equation 2, along with the three demographic variables (age, gender, and class)
previously mentioned in Equation 1. An analysis of Table Twelve Equation 2 revealed that age is
the only demographic variable that remains statistically significant with the addition of the
personal experience variables. The only personal experience variable found to be statistically
significant in Equation 2 is respect for parental authority. In Table Twelve Equation 2, of the
variables found to be statistically significant, the standard regression coefficient reveals respect
for parental authority (.235) exerts a larger effect on Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the police
than age (-.179). In addition, the test for the increase of variance explained by Table Twelve
Equation 2 (.138) increased from that of Equation 1 (.050). Thus, the F-test associated with the
increase of the R-squared suggests that the variables related to the Black juveniles’ personal
experiences in this equation contribute substantially to our ability to predict what affect Black
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (R-squared change: Model 1= .042 & Model 2= .068).
With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Twelve Equation 3, neither of the
demographic variables (age, gender, and class) nor personal experience variables (neighborhood
context, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, and prior
victimization) remained statistically significant. Of the social bond variables, involvement in
pro-social activity was not found to be statistically significant. The variables found to be
statistically significant includes commitment to school and one of the measures of involvement
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in delinquency (property crimes committed). In addition, the standard coefficient in Table
Twelve Equation 3 for commitment to school (.403) revealed that it had the largest effect on
Black juveniles’ attitudes when compared with the other statistically significant variable property
crime (-.212). Furthermore, the test for the increase of variance explained by Equation 3 in Table
Twelve (.308) substantially exceeds those that are explained by Equation 1(.050) and Equation 2
(.138). Therefore the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggests that Equation
3 within Table Twelve better explains and predicts Black juveniles’ attitudes toward police than
do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change: Model 1= .065, Model 2= .043, & Model 3= .201).
(see Table Twelve).
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Determinants of Hispanic Juveniles’ Attitudes toward the Police
In an effort to advance the literature on Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police,
three linear regression models were developed for each racial group (White, Black, and
Hispanics) independently. The variables analyzed in each model includes: Model 1 demographic
variables- age, gender, and class; Model 2 personal experience variables- prior victimization,
prior contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem;
and Model 3 social bond variables- involvement in delinquency, involvement in pro-social
activity, and commitment to school. The linear regression models permitted a simultaneous
examination of all the variables that affect juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. In order to
assess which demographic, personal experience, or social bond variables are the determinants of
juveniles’ attitudes, my combined dependent variable, “global attitudes toward the police (5
questions added together)” is used for analysis.
From the analysis, Table Thirteen Equation 1 (Hispanic respondents only are included)
Demographic variables reveals that the respondents’ age and class are statistically significant in
explaining Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.

Table Thirteen Determinants of Hispanic Juveniles’ Attitudes Toward the Police (N= 591) ___________________________________________
Equation 1
Equation 2
Equation 3
b
Beta
Sig.
b
Beta
Sig.
b
Beta
Sig.
Dependent: Juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police – constant
31
21
17
Independent variables:
Age
Gender (male=1) (female=0)
Class

-.923* -.198
-.426
-.049
-.246* -.097

-.921* -.197
.097
.011
.003
.001

.000
.784
.980

-.721* -.158
-.278
.033
.060
.024

.000
.436
.599

-.104
.167
.328*
.230*
-1.422*
-.759*

.455
.116
.000
.000
.000
.036

-.188
-.079
.214* .121
.143*
.094
.091
.076
-.411
-.042
-.194
-.022

.180
.040
.035
.131
.337
.601

Commitment to School
Involvement in Delinquency
Property Crimes
Crimes against Persons
Involvement in Pro-social Act.
R-square =
F=
Significance =
P= .005

.055
11.358
.000

.206
13.968
.000

-.043
.090
.212
.194
-.144
-.084

.313*

.260

.000

-1.316*
-.886*
.126

-.143
-.102
.013

.002
.020
.753

.273
12.726
.000_____________________________
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Neighborhood Context
Appearance
Safety
Respect Parental Auth.
Self-Esteem
Prior Contact
Prior Victimization

.000
.221
.016
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The next set of variables in Table Thirteen Equation 2 to assess Hispanic juveniles’
attitudes toward the police are grouped together because they measure the impact of the
juveniles’ personal experiences on their attitudes. The variables (prior victimization, prior
contact with police, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) are
assessed in Table Thirteen Equation 2, along with the three demographic variables (age, gender,
and class) previously mentioned in Table Thirteen Equation 1. An analysis of Table Thirteen
Equation 2 reveals that age is the only demographic variable that remains statistically significant
after the addition of the personal experience variables. Neighborhood context was measured by
looking at safety and appearance, however, neither variable was found to be statistically
significant in determining Hispanic juveniles’ attitude toward the police.
In reference to respect for parental authority, the linear regression reveals that it is
statistically significant in explaining Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. The
variables self-esteem, prior contact, and prior victimization were found to be statistically
significant in Equation 2. In Table Thirteen Equation 2, of the variables found to be statistically
significant, the standard regression coefficient for respect for parental authority (.212) exerts the
largest effect on Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police followed by age (-.197), positive
self-esteem (.194), prior contact (-.144), and prior victimization (-.084). In addition, the test for
the increase of variance explained by Table Thirteen Equation 2 (.206) increased significantly
from that of Equation 1 (.055). Thus, the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared
suggests that the variables related to the Hispanic juveniles’ personal experiences in this equation
contribute substantially to our ability to predict what affect Hispanics’ attitudes toward the police
(R-squared change: Model 1= .062 & Model 2= .133).
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With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Thirteen Equation 3, only the
demographic variable age and two of the personal experience variables (one of the measures of
neighborhood context- neighborhood safety and respect for parental authority) were statistically
significant. However, of the social bond variables involvement in pro-social activity
(ProsocialRecode) was not found to be statistically significant. In Equation 3, commitment to
school was found to be statistically significant along with involvement in delinquency which was
assessed by looking at property crimes committed and crimes committed against persons. Both
measures of involvement in delinquency were found to be statistically significant. In addition,
the standard coefficient in Table Thirteen Equation 3 for commitment to school (.260) revealed
that it had the largest effect on Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes, followed by age (-.158), property
crimes committed (-.143), neighborhood safety (.121), crimes against persons (-.102), and
respect for parental authority (-.079). Furthermore, the test for the increase of variance explained
by Equation 3 in Table Thirteen (.273) increases over that explained by Equation 2 (.206) and
Equation 1 (.055). Therefore, the F-test associated with the increase of the R-squared suggests
that Equation 3 within Table Thirteen better explains and predicts Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes
toward police than do Equations 1 and 2 (R-squared change: Model 1= .063, Model 2= .117, and
Model 3= .092). (see Table Thirteen).
In conclusion, from assessing the multivariate analyses many interesting findings are
highlighted about each racial group. When performing the multivariate analysis, each racial
group was analyzed separately which resulted in three linear regressions. The linear regressions
allowed for an analysis to determine if there are similarities or differences among the racial
groups in reference to the independent variables found to be statistically significant. The results
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for each racial group discussed in this conclusion appear in the same order (Whites, Blacks, and
Hispanics) as to which they were analyzed.
An analysis of variables found to be statistically significant predictors of Whites attitudes
toward the police are three demographic variables (age, gender, and class). Once the personal
experience variables (prior victimization, prior contact with police, neighborhood context,
respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) were included, age and class remain statistically
significant along with respect for parental authority and prior contact with police. Of these
variables found to be statistically significant, the standard regression coefficient for age (-.226)
exerts a larger effect on White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police followed by prior contact
with police (-.164), respect for parental authority (.152), and class (-.147). With the addition of
the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement in pro-social activity, and
commitment to school) in analyzing Whites attitudes toward the police

in Table Eleven

Equation 3, two of the demographic variables (age and class) and one of the personal experience
variables (prior contact) remained statistically significant. Of the social bond variables, both
measures of involvement in delinquency were statistically significant. Involvement in
delinquency was assessed by looking at property crimes committed and crimes committed
against persons. In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Eleven Equation 3 for age (-.197)
revealed that age had the largest effect on White juveniles’ attitudes, followed by involvement in
delinquency- (1) property crimes committed (-.187) and (2) crimes against persons (-.129), class
(-.122), and prior contact (-.109).
In looking at the analysis of the determinants of Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police, the only demographic variable found to be statistically significant in equation 1 is age.
Once the personal experience variables (prior victimization, prior contact with police,
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neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) are taken into
consideration, age remains statistically significant. The only personal experience variable found
to be statistically significant in Equation 2 is respect for parental authority. Of the variables
found to be statistically significant, the standard regression coefficient reveals respect for
parental authority (.235) exerts a larger effect on Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the police
than age (-.179). In addition, the proportion of variance explained by Table Twelve Equation 2
(.138) increased from that of Equation 1 (.050).
With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school) in Table Twelve Equation 3, neither of the
demographic variables (age, gender, and class) nor personal experience variables (neighborhood
context, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, and prior
victimization) remained statistically significant. The social bond variables found to be
statistically significant includes commitment to school and one of the measures of involvement
in delinquency (property crimes committed). The standard coefficient in Table Twelve Equation
3 for commitment to school (.403) revealed that it had the largest effect on Black juveniles’
attitudes when compared with the other statistically significant variable property crimes
committed (-.212).
In looking at the analysis of the determinants of Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police when assessing only the demographic variables, age and class are statistically significant.
However, once the personal experience variables (prior victimization, prior contact with police,
neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, and self-esteem) are added only age from
the demographic variables remains statistically significant. The variables respect for parental
authority, self-esteem, prior contact, and prior victimization were found to be statistically
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significant. The standard regression coefficient for the variables found to be statistically
significant reveal that respect for parental authority (.212) exerts the largest effect on Hispanic
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police followed by age (-.197), positive self-esteem (.194), prior
contact (-.144), and prior victimization (-.084).
With the addition of the social bond variables (involvement in delinquency, involvement
in pro-social activity, and commitment to school), only the demographic variable age and two of
the personal experience variables (one of the measures of neighborhood context- neighborhood
safety and respect for parental authority) were statistically significant. Of the social bond
variables, commitment to school was found to be statistically significant along with both
measures of involvement in delinquency (property crimes committed and crimes committed
against persons). In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Thirteen Equation 3 for
commitment to school (.260) revealed that it had the largest effect on Hispanic juveniles’
attitudes, followed by age (-.158), property crimes committed (-.143), neighborhood safety
(.121), crimes against persons (-.102), and respect for parental authority (-.079).
In looking at further analysis of the results, age is the only independent variable that
remains statistically throughout all three equations for Whites and Hispanics. For Blacks, age is
only statistically significant in equation 1 and 2. However when looking at equation 2, age and
respect for parental authority was found to be statistically significant for all three racial groups.
For some variables, they were only found to be statistically significant predictor of attitudes for
one racial group. For example, self-esteem, prior victimization, and neighborhood context
(measured neighborhood’s appearance and safety) was only statistically significant for Hispanic
youths and not Black or White youths. The social bond variable involvement in pro-social
activities was the only variable not found to be statistically significant for neither of the racial

142

groups. Both measures of involvement in delinquency (property crimes committed and crimes
committed against other persons) was statistically significant for Whites and Hispanics, but only
one (property crimes committed) of the measures were statistically significant for Blacks. The
variable commitment to school was statistically significant for Black and Hispanic juveniles, but
not for Whites.
Hispanics reported the most number of independent variables that are statistically
significant predictors of attitudes toward police followed by Whites and then Blacks. The results
showed that the following variables were not statistically significant for the following groups:
Blacks- gender, class, neighborhood context, self-esteem, prior contact, prior victimization, and
involvement in pro-social activities; Whites- neighborhood context, self-esteem, prior
victimization, commitment to school, and involvement in pro-social activities; and Hispanicsgender and involvement in pro-social activities. The variable commitment to school exerted the
largest effect of all the independent variables found to be statistically significant on attitudes
toward police for Blacks (Beta = .403) and Hispanics (Beta = .260). For Whites, the variable that
exerted the largest effect was age (Beta = -.197). These results were based on an analysis of each
racial group’s equation 3 which took into consideration all the independent variables.
Furthermore, equation 3 for each racial group reports the highest amount of variance explained
and therefore, does the best job in explaining and predicting what variables affect juveniles’
attitudes toward police. This conclusion was reached after analyzing the F-test associated with
the increase of the R-squared for each racial group.
It must be noted that from these multivariate analyses support was found for some of the
study’s hypotheses. In particular, it was hypothesized that involvement in delinquency would be
statistically significant in explaining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H1). The analysis
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performed above provided support for this hypothesis whereby, involvement in delinquency was
statistically significant for all racial group comparison. Particularly, both measures of
involvement in delinquency were statistically significant for Whites and Hispanics and only one
measure (property crimes committed) was statistically significant for Blacks. One of the study’s
earlier hypothesis stated that commitment to school would be statistically significant in
explaining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H2). When looking at the social bond variables
analyzed, commitment to school was statistically significant for Blacks and Hispanics, but not
Whites. It was hypothesized earlier that (H8) class would be a statistically significant
determinant of attitudes toward the police. The results show that for Whites and Hispanics that
class is statistically significant. The analysis revealed that self-esteem is statistically significant
for Hispanics which lends support to hypothesis H11: self-esteem will be a statistically
significant determinant of attitudes toward the police. The analyses also lend support for the
hypothesis stated, (H15): respect for parental authority will be a statistically determinant of
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. For all three racial groups the variable was statistically
significant.
Racial Differences based on Multivariate Results


Age remain statistically significant for all three linear regression equations for Whites
and Hispanics, but not for Blacks.



Commitment to school had the largest effect on Blacks and Hispanics attitudes toward
the police whereas; age had the largest effect on Whites.



Black youths reported the least number of statistically significant variables as opposed to
Hispanics who had the most followed by Whites.
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Neighborhood context is only statistically significant for Hispanics and not Blacks or
Whites.



Prior victimization is only statistically significant for Hispanics and not Blacks or Whites.



Prior contact with the police is only statistically significant for Whites and Hispanics, but
not Blacks.



Commitment to school was statistically significant for Blacks and Hispanics, but not
Whites.



Class remained statistically significant for all three equations for Whites, for one equation
for Hispanics, and neither equation for Blacks.



Self-esteem was statistically significant only in one Hispanic equation. It was not found
to be statistically significant in either of the Black or White’s equations.



Gender was statistically significant only in one White equation. It was not found to be
statistically significant in either of the Black or Hispanic’s equations.

Conclusion to Results’ Section
In assessing juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, four strategies were utilized. First, the
frequency distributions of the five attitudinal items (dependent variable-Attitudes toward Police)
were examined to assess juveniles’ overall attitudes toward police. A second set of frequency
distributions were conducted on each racial group for all variables (attitudes toward police, race,
age, gender, class, neighborhood context, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior
contact with police, prior victimization, commitment to school, involvement in delinquent
activity, and involvement in pro-social activities). Second, examinations of bivariate
relationships between the dependent variable and the predictor variables were assessed.
Specifically, the analysis of variance (ANOVA) technique was used for the following predictor
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variables: race, age, prior contact with police, prior victimization, involvement in delinquency,
and involvement in pro-social activity. In addition, correlations were used for the following
predictor variables: class, neighborhood context (appearance and safety), respect toward
parental authority, self-esteem, and commitment to school. Third, three linear regression models
were developed specifically to analyze the racial differences in attitudes towards police between
Blacks versus Whites, Hispanics versus Whites, and Blacks versus Hispanics. Finally, the
results of three (one for each racial group) multivariate analyses were presented separately for
each racial group (Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics). For each multivariate analysis, three models
were analyzed: 1). socio-demographic variables, 2). personal experience variables, and 3). social
bond variables. These four techniques provided much needed information on the variables and
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
The most critical finding is that overall juveniles in the sample have positive attitudes
toward the police based on the results of the first univariate technique used. This finding supports
one of the study’s hypothesis which states, (H6): overall, juveniles have a positive attitude
toward the police. The results were gathered from the distribution of responses to the five
attitudinal items used to measure the juveniles overall attitudes toward the police. The responses
to these measures consisted of a Likert-type scale from which students were asked to choose (1)
strongly disagree, (2) disagree, (3) neither agree nor disagree,(4) agree, or (5) strongly agree.
Overall, the response “agree” was the most commonly selected response by the teens when
looking at the five attitudinal measures in totality.
Further univariate analysis (frequency distribution) highlight the fact that the data set
consist of 1288 juveniles, of which 481 are White (213 are 12 years old or under and 267 are 13
years old or older), 162 are Black (49 are 12 years old or under and 113 are 13 years old or
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older), and 645 are Hispanics (261 are 12 years old or under and 380 are 13 years old or older).
In analyzing the frequency distribution’s preliminary results, analysis reaffirms the conclusion
that overall juveniles have favorable attitudes toward the police. This is supported by the fact that
for all three racial groups, the response selected the most for the dependent variable (attitudes
toward police) was “agree.” Overall, the results for each racial group were similar in that the
response selected the most by all three racial groups were the same for both demographic and
personal experience variables (class- “disagree” selected most, neighborhood context- measured
assessing neighborhood’s appearance (“not a problem” selected most) and neighborhood’s
safety (“not a problem” selected most), respect for parental authority- “agree” selected most,
prior contact with police- “no” selected most, and prior victimization- “yes” selected most)
except self-esteem. The juveniles’ responses to the variable self-esteem varied slightly in
reference to the answer selected the most. White and Hispanic juveniles both selected the
response “often” the most as their answer choice whereas, “about half the time” was the most
selected response for Blacks. When analyzing two of the three social bond variables
(commitment to school- “agree” selected the most and involvement in pro-social activities“yes” selected most), results for all racial groups’ responses selected remained similar. The
results for one of the measures of involvement in delinquency varied among the three racial
groups. Involvement in delinquency was measured looking at: property crimes committed and
crimes against persons. A majority (Whites = 72.6%, Blacks = 61.1%, & Hispanics 67.45) of the
respondents for each group respectively was not involved in property crimes. However, most of
the Whites (60.3%) and Hispanics (61.9%) respondents revealed they had not committed a crime
against another person. Whereas for Blacks, a little more than half (52.5%) were involved in
crimes against persons.
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In assessing the results further, additional racial differences in the findings were revealed.
For example, Blacks have a higher rate of prior contact with police than the other two racial
groups (prior contact- Blacks = 32.7%, Whites = 25.8%, & Hispanics= 25.4%). Hispanics have
the highest non-victimization rate of the three racial groups (not victimized- Hispanics 34.1%,
Whites = 28.7%, & Blacks = 24.7%). Blacks have a higher rate of prior victimization than the
other two racial groups (Blacks = 69.1%, Whites = 68.2%, & Hispanics 62.3%). Of the three
groups, Blacks had the highest rate of involvement in property crimes (Blacks = 31.5%, Whites
= 23.5%, & Hispanics = 25.9%). Although a majority of the respondents from all three groups
were involved in pro-social activities, Blacks had the highest rate of involvement (Blacks =
78.4%, Whites = 74%, & Hispanics = 70.4%).
The results from the analysis using ANOVA provided additional insight about the
attitudes of the juveniles toward the police. Only seven (race, age, gender, prior-contact, priorvictimization, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activity) of the
independent variables were able to be analyzed using the ANOVA technique. Racially, there is a
statistically significant difference in attitudes towards police between Whites compared to Blacks
and Whites compared to Hispanics. On the other hand, Blacks and Hispanics reported no
statistically significant difference in attitudes. The bivariate results revealed that Whites indeed
have a more positive attitude toward police than Blacks and Hispanics and that Hispanics’
attitudes were more positive than Blacks based on mean scores. Younger teens for all three racial
groups reported a higher mean score for attitudes toward police and therefore, have a more
positive attitude toward police. When race and gender is taken into consideration, there is a
statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward police for only Whites.
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Nevertheless, for each racial group females reported higher mean scores than males pointing to
the fact that females have a more positive attitude toward police.
In assessing race and prior contact with the police, for each racial group those without
prior-contact with the police reported a more positive attitude toward the police. When race and
prior victimization is taken into consideration, Hispanics were the only group that reported a
statistically significant difference in the means of attitudes toward police. White and Hispanic
juveniles with no prior victimization and Blacks with prior victimization reported a more
positive attitude toward police. In looking at the measures of involvement in delinquency,
juveniles for each racial group who have not committed a property crime and have not
committed a crime against persons reported a higher mean score and have a more positive
attitude toward police. In assessing pro-social activities for all racial groups, those involved in
pro-social activities reported a higher mean score for attitudes toward police and have a more
positive attitude toward police that those who are not involved.
Of the five independent variables (class, neighborhood context, and respect toward
parental authority, self-esteem, and commitment to school) analyzed using correlations, only one
of the variables (neighborhood context- both measures physical appearance and safety) revealed
a negative relationship with juveniles’ attitudes toward police. The negative relationships can be
expressed as: when the physical appearance of one’s neighborhood deteriorates (decreases) their
attitude toward the police becomes more negative, and when the safety decreases in one’s
neighborhood, their attitude toward the police become more negative. Whereas on the other
hand, as the juveniles’ class status, respect toward parental authority, and commitment to school
increase and self-esteem become more positive, their attitudes toward police are more positive.
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While conducting further analysis, a series of multivariate analyses were conducted.
Three linear regression models were developed specifically and race was recoded as a
dichotomous variable to analyze the racial differences between Blacks versus Whites, Hispanics
versus Whites, and Blacks versus Hispanics. Of the Demographic variables analyzed in Equation
1 (Black vs. White), the dichotomous race variable (BlackD), age, gender and class are
statistically significant. From a racial perspective looking at Blacks compared to Whites, it is
found that Whites have a more positive attitude toward the police than Blacks. With the addition
of the personal experience variables (Equation 2), the dichotomous variable race (BlackD), age,
class, respect for parental authority, and prior contact with the police was statistically significant.
In Equation 3 that compares Blacks to Whites, the only variables found to be statistically
significant was the dichotomous race variable (BlackD), age, commitment to school, and
involvement in delinquency (both measures). In addition, the standard coefficient in Table Eight
Equation 3 for commitment to school (.197) revealed that it had the largest effect on juveniles’
attitudes toward the police when comparing Blacks to Whites. Also when looking at the
comparison between Blacks versus Whites, only the dichotomous variable race (BlackD) along
with age remains statistically significant even with the addition of the personal experience
(Equation 2) and social bond variables (Equation 3).
From looking further at the analysis of Hispanics compared to Whites, age is the only
variable that remains statistically significant throughout all three equations. Before the addition
of the personal experience and social bond variables in Equations 2 and 3, all demographic
variables were statistically significant (Equation 1). Analysis revealed that just as when
compared to Blacks, Whites have a more positive attitude toward the police than Hispanics.
Once the personal experience variables are taken into consideration, the only variables that are
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statistically significant include: age, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, and prior contact
with police. Equation 3 included all of the study’s variables and those found to be statistically
significant included: age, respect toward parental authority, prior contact with police,
commitment to school, and both measures of involvement in delinquency (property crimes
committed and crimes committed against persons), with commitment to school (.203) exerting
the largest effect on juveniles attitudes toward the police.
In analyzing Blacks compared to Hispanics, just as with Hispanics compared to Whites
and Blacks compared to Whites age is the only variable that remains statistically significant
throughout all three equations. Hispanics have a more positive attitude toward the police than
Blacks. With the addition of the personal experience variables, the dichotomous variable race
(BlackHisD) remains statistically significant along with age, respect toward parental authority,
self-esteem, and prior contact with police. When the same variables are included in Equation 3
along with the social bond variables, the variables that are statistically significant are age, respect
toward parental authority, commitment to school, and both measures of involvement in
delinquency (property crimes committed and crimes committed against persons). Just as with
Hispanics compared to Whites, commitment to school (.300) exerted the largest effect on
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. It is important to note that for each comparison group
analyzed, Equation 3 does the best job in explaining and predicting juveniles’ attitudes toward
police than any of the other equations. Also, commitment to school in Equation 3 for each
comparison group analyzed revealed that it has the largest effect on juveniles’ attitudes toward
the police than any other variable.
The last multivariate analysis performed analyzed each racial group separately. By
analyzing each racial group separately, similarities or differences among the racial groups in
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reference to the independent variables found to be statistically significant predictors of attitudes
toward police could be revealed. Age, gender, and class were found to be statistically significant
predictors of Whites attitudes toward the police. Once the personal experience variables were
included, age and class remain statistically significant along with respect for parental authority
and prior contact with police. With the addition of the social bond variables in analyzing Whites
attitudes toward the police in Equation 3, two of the demographic variables (age and class) and
one of the personal experience variables (prior contact) remained statistically significant. Of the
social bond variables, both measures (at property crimes committed and crimes committed
against persons) of involvement in delinquency were statistically significant. In addition, the
standard coefficient in Table Eleven Equation 3 for age (-.197) revealed that age had the largest
effect on White juveniles’ attitudes.
From looking at the determinants of Black juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, the only
demographic variable found to be statistically significant in equation 1 is age. Once the personal
experience variables are taken into consideration, age remain statistically significant. The only
personal experience variable found to be statistically significant in Equation 2 is respect for
parental authority. With the addition of the social bond variables in Equation 3, neither of the
demographic variables (age, gender, and class) nor personal experience variables (neighborhood
context, respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, and prior
victimization) remained statistically significant. The social bond variables found to be
statistically significant includes commitment to school and one of the measures of involvement
in delinquency (property crimes committed). The standard coefficient in Equation 3 for
commitment to school (.403) revealed that it had the largest effect on Black juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police.
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The determinants of Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police when assessing only
the demographic variables show age and class are statistically significant. However, once the
personal experience variables are added only age from equation 1 remains statistically
significant. The variables respect for parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact, and prior
victimization were found to be statistically significant. The standard regression coefficient for
the variables found to be statistically significant reveal that respect for parental authority (.212)
exerts the largest effect on Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. With the addition of
the social bond variables, only the demographic variable age and two of the personal experience
variables (one of the measures of neighborhood context- neighborhood safety and respect for
parental authority) were statistically significant. Of the social bond variables, commitment to
school was found to be statistically significant along with both measures of involvement in
delinquency (property crimes committed and crimes committed against persons). In addition, the
standard coefficient in Table Thirteen Equation 3 for commitment to school (.260) revealed that
it had the largest effect on Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes.
Further analysis of the results show that age is the only independent variable that remains
statistically throughout all three equations for Whites and Hispanics. Hispanics reported the most
number of independent variables that are statistically significant predictors of attitudes toward
police followed by Whites and then Blacks. The variable commitment to school exerted the
largest effect of all the independent variables found to be statistically significant on attitudes
toward police for Blacks (Beta = .403) and Hispanics (Beta = .260). For Whites, the variable that
exerted the largest effect was age (Beta = -.197). These results were based on an analysis of each
racial group’s equation 3 which took into consideration all the independent variables.
Furthermore, equation 3 for each racial group reports the highest amount of variance explained
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and therefore, does the best job in explaining and predicting what variables affect juveniles’
attitudes toward police.
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CHAPTER SIX
CONCLUSION
Many researchers have explored the attitudes of adults towards the police and then
generalized these findings to youths. However, few studies have examined the attitudes juveniles
hold toward the police and the consequences such attitudes have on the relationship between
police and juveniles. More importantly, of the existing studies on the relationship between the
public and the police, most have failed to access the attitudes of minorities in more than one
racial category. The emphasis of previous research on Black-White comparisons has left
unanswered many questions about differences in minority groups’ attitudes toward the police,
especially between Latinos and African Americans (Martinez, 2007; Cheurprakobkit, 2000;
Culver, 2004; and Correia 2010). In addition, relatively few studies have examined immigrants’
perceptions of the criminal justice system or the police (Correia 2010). It is a known fact that in
the United States, Hispanics/Latinos constitute the largest and fastest-growing minority
population (Schaefer 2006). Therefore, no longer can both minority groups be combined to form
one “non-White” group to be used for statistical analysis. In light of the limitations in existing
literature -- that is, (1) the lack of relative attention to juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, (2)
Blacks and Hispanics in statistical analyses, and (3) inattention to Hispanic juveniles in scholarly
research) - the present study examined factors that affect White, Black, and Hispanic juveniles’
attitudes toward police to determine if similarities or differences exist. As a result, a study of this
caliber adds much-needed information and new insights to the literature on this topic.
This study examined the determinants of attitudes of 1,686 students collected from 15
schools: 9 schools in Arizona, 1 in New Mexico, 3 in South Carolina, and 2 in Massachusetts.
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Students participating resembled all students in their schools; that is, the sample demographics
were similar to the school-level demographics (Esbensen, 2005). The data were collected from
the students during 2004-2005 while researchers were evaluating an effort to reduce adolescent
victimization

entitled,

“Outcome

Evaluation

of

the

Teens,

Crime,

and

the

Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) Training Program. This study used the data collected
during the spring of 2005
In order to fully examine the attitudes of juveniles toward the police, variables suggested
to be theoretically relevant were used employing univariate, bivariate, and multivariate statistical
techniques. First, the frequency distributions of the five attitudinal items (the dependent variableAttitudes toward Police) were examined to assess juveniles’ overall attitudes. A second set of
frequency distributions were conducted on each racial group for all variables. Second,
examinations of bivariate relationships between the dependent variable and the independent
variables were assessed (using analysis of variance (ANOVA) and correlations techniques).
Third, three linear regression models were developed specifically to analyze the racial
differences in attitudes between Blacks versus Whites, Hispanics versus Whites, and Blacks
versus Hispanics. Finally, the results of three multivariate analyses were presented separately for
each racial group (Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics). In exploring attitudes towards the police
using these different techniques, the analyses examined the dependent variable, “attitudes toward
police.” The Independent variables included: age, gender, class, neighborhood context, respect
for parental authority, self- esteem, prior contact with police, prior victimization, commitment to
school, involvement in delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activity. In each multivariate
analysis, three models analyzed three sets of independent and control variables: 1) sociodemographic variables, 2) personal experience variables, and 3) social bond variables.
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One of the most critical findings resulting from an analysis of the five attitudinal
measures (Dependent variable) was that, overall, juveniles expressed positive attitudes toward
the police. This finding concurred with what Ren et al. (2005) found in their study: that the
general public have positive attitudes. Univariate analysis affirmed that “agree” was the most
commonly selected response by the teens when looking at the five separate measures of attitudes
towards the police. This finding also supports one of the study’s hypothesis which states, (H6):
overall, juveniles have a positive attitude toward the police.
This study examined the effects of the demographic variables such as race, gender, class,
and age on attitudes toward the police. Prior research on race finds that Whites generally have
more favorable attitudes toward the police (Cao, Frank, & Cullen,1996; Fine, Freudenberg,
Payne, Perkins, Smith, & Wanzer, 2003; Frank et al., 1996; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al.,
2000; Leiber et al., 1998; Peek et al., 1981; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Albrecht & Green, 1977;
Brown & Coulter, 1983; Campbell & Schuman, 1972; Correia, Reisig, & Lovrich, 1996; Davis,
1990; Decker, 1981; Decker & Smith, 1980; Erez, 1984; Flanagan & Vaughn, 1996; Jefferis,
Kaminski, Holmes, & Hanley, 1997; Kaminski & Jefferis, 1998; Mastrofski et al., 1998; Murty
et al., 1990; Peak et al., 1992; Reisig & Parks, 2000; Sampson & Jeglum-Bartusch, 1998;
Scaglion & Condon, 1980; Skogan,1978; Thomas & Hyman, 1977; Tuch & Weitzer, 1997;
Walker, 1997; Webb & Marshall, 1995). When looking at minorities, Cheurprakobkit (2000)
found that Blacks had less favorable attitudes toward the police than either Whites or English
speaking and non-English speaking Hispanics. Based on this research, it was hypothesized that
Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police will be less positive when compared to
Whites (H3) and Blacks will have a more negative ATP than Hispanics (H5). This study
confirms what prior research has found and supports the hypotheses proposed earlier. In
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addition, when Blacks were compared to Whites using linear regression, race remained
statistically significant throughout all three equations. The same was not found when Hispanics
were compared to Whites or Blacks were compared to Hispanics.
It was hypothesized that older juveniles will have a more negative attitude toward the
police than younger juveniles (H9). The results from the ANOVA analysis revealed that for all
three racial groups, younger juveniles have a more positive attitude toward police. More
specifically, Whites and Hispanics juveniles’ attitudes mirrored each other (reporting a
statistically significant difference in ATP for juveniles under 12 years old and 13 years old and
older). For Blacks however, there was no statistically significant difference in juveniles’ attitudes
by age. When race was used as a dichotomous variable and the three racial groups were
compared, age was statistically significant. Also, age was statistically significant when each
racial group was analyzed separately. The results validate the study’s hypothesis and claims by
prior research that age also appears to influence attitudes toward the police (Brown & Coulter,
1983; Cao, Frank, & Cullen, 1996; Chandek, 1999; Chermak, McGarrell, & Weiss, 2001;
Correia, Riesig, & Lovrich, 1996; Huang & Vaughn, 1996; Jesilow et al., 1995; Kaminski &
Jefferis, 1998; Koenig, 1980; Kusow, et al., 1997; Lasley, 1994; Marenin, 1983; Mastrofski,
Parks, Reiss, & Worden, 1998; Murphy & Worrall, 1999; Murty, Roebuck, & Smith, 1990;
Percy, 1980, 1986; Reisig & Correia, 1997; Reisig & Giacomazzi,1998; Sampson & JeglumBartusch, 1998; Schafer, Huebner, & Bynum, 2003; Smith & Hawkins, 1973; Thornton, 1975;
Thurman & Reisig, 1996).
When assessing gender it was hypothesized that females will have a more positive
attitude toward police than males (H12). Prior research, presents inconsistent findings on gender
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and demands further examination. For example, there is an assertion women hold more positive
views toward the police because their contact with the police is generally less antagonistic than
that of men (Cao et al., 1996 & Taylor et al. (2001). On the other hand, there is a small body of
research that found males have more positive attitudes toward the police (Brown & Coulter,
1983; Correia, Reisig, & Lovrich, 1996; Gourley, 1954). The study’s analyses revealed that
females for each racial group have a more positive attitude toward the police than males. The
present study finds that gender is statistically significant in determining attitudes toward police.
More interesting however, the study reveals that it is only statistically significant for Whites and
not for Blacks or Hispanics.
It was also hypothesized earlier that class would be a statistically significant predictor of
attitudes toward police (H8) and that as one’s class increases one’s attitude toward the police
would become more positive (H4). Researchers have highlighted the fact that lower
socioeconomic status results in more negative attitudes toward the police (Brown and Coulter,
1983; Cao et al., 1996; Haughn and Vaughn, 1996; Marenin, 1983; Murty et al., 1990; Percy,
1980; Sampson and Jeglum-Bartusch, 1998; and Smith, Graham, and Adams, 1991). Taylor et al.
(2001) concluded that much research shows that lower income minority groups have less
favorable attitudes toward the police than do middle-income Whites. In the present study, class
was found to be a statistically significant predictor of attitudes toward police for Whites and
Hispanics only, therefore supporting the study’s first hypothesis about class (H8). Additional
results prove that there is a statistically significant (p = .000 & r = .150) relationship between
class and attitudes. This finding concurs with previous research and supports this study’s second
hypothesis about class (H4), that as one class increases their attitude toward police becomes
more positive.
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The juveniles’ personal experience variables looked at neighborhood context, respect for
parental authority, self-esteem, prior contact with police, and prior victimization. When assessing
neighborhood context, the present study used two measures neighborhood appearance and safety.
Research shows that citizens’ beliefs regarding whether the police are visible and effective in
combating crime have an influence on public attitudes toward the police (Hurst & Frank, 2000).
It is plausible that social disorder (e.g., noisy neighbors, loitering by rowdy teens) and physical
disorder (e.g., graffiti, deteriorating property) send a message that law enforcement has lost
control of or has consciously abandoned the community (e.g., Skogan ,1992), and this message
affects attitudes toward the police (Cao et al., 1996). It was hypothesized that neighborhood
appearance would be statistically significant in determining attitudes toward the police (H13).
This study finds that neighborhood appearance was statistically significant in determining the
attitudes of Hispanics only. The literature and the present study are in agreement on the issue of
neighborhood appearance and the study’s hypothesis relating to neighborhood appearance is
supported. More interestingly, there is a statistically significant negative (p = .003 & r = -.078)
relationship between appearance and attitudes toward the police. As a result, as the physical
appearance of juveniles’ neighborhood deteriorates (decreases) their attitudes toward the police
become more negative.
It was hypothesized earlier that neighborhood safety would be statistically significant in
determining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H13). Prior research points out that as crime
in a neighborhood increases, residents have less favorable attitudes toward the police (Cao et al.,
1996; Hurst, 2007; Hurst & Frank, 2000; Hurst et al., 2005; Jesilow et al., 1995; Parker,
Onyekwuluje, & Murty 1995; Reisig & Parks, 2000; & Weitzer & Tuch, 2005). The present
study finds that neighborhood safety is not statistically significant in determining Whites’ or
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Blacks’ attitudes toward police, but it is for Hispanics. The study confirms previous literature
only as it relates to Hispanics. Further analyses show a statistically significant negative (p = .004
& r = -.077) relationship between the neighborhood safety and attitudes toward the police.
Therefore, as the safety decreases in one’s neighborhood, juveniles’ attitudes toward police
become more negative.
In the literature, there is very little information on the impact of respect toward parental
authority on teenagers’ attitudes toward the police. Researchers have found that juveniles who
are strongly attached to their parents are less likely to engage in delinquent activities resulting in
negative contact with police (Wright & Cullen, 2001). It was hypothesized earlier that respect
toward parental authority would be statistically significant in determining juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police (H15). The present study finds that respect for parental authority affects
attitudes toward the police for all three racial groups, as found in previous literature. There is a
statistically significant positive (p = .000 & r = .268) relationship between respect for parental
authority and attitudes toward police. Therefore, as juveniles’ respect for parental authority
increases their attitudes toward the police are more likely to be positive.
No prior research was found has been conducted on the effects of juveniles’ self-esteem
on attitudes toward police. It was hypothesized that self-esteem would be statistically significant
in determining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H11). The present study revealed that the
variable self-esteem was statistically significant. However, the effect of self-esteem was only
statistically significant for Hispanics. The variable self-esteem revealed that there is a
statistically significant positive (p = .000 & r = .229) relationship between it and the dependent
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variable. Therefore, as juveniles’ self-esteem becomes more positive, their attitudes toward
police become more positive as well.
In reference to prior contact with the police, it was hypothesized that juveniles reporting
prior contact with police will have a negative attitude toward the police (H12). Hagan, Shedd,
and Payne (2005) found that African American students were more likely than Latino or White
students to have encounters with the police, while Latinos were more likely than other groups to
respond negatively to these encounters. The present study reveals that prior contact with police is
significantly related to attitudes toward police and concurs with previous literature; however, this
was the case only for Whites and Hispanics. Also, Whites and Hispanics revealed a statistically
significant difference in their attitudes toward police by race, if they had prior contact with
police. Black juveniles did not report statistically different attitudes toward police if they had
prior contact with police. Overall, however, analyses of each racial group revealed that those
juveniles without prior contact with the police have a more positive attitude toward the police.
When it comes to prior victimization, it was hypothesized that juveniles reporting prior
victimization will have a negative attitude toward the police (H14). Studies have found that
individuals who have been victimized by criminal acts have less positive attitudes toward the
police than those without similar experiences (Hurst & Frank, 2000; Smith & Hawkins, 1973;
Payne & Gainey 2007; Preist & Carter, 1999, and Thurman & Reisig, 1996). The present study
concurred with previous studies and supports the study’s hypothesis by finding a statistically
significant relationship between prior victimization and attitudes toward the police, but only for
Hispanics. Looking at further analysis, there is no statistically significant difference in the
attitudes toward police for those reporting prior-victimization and those without for both Whites

162

and Blacks. Both Whites and Hispanics groups reporting no prior-victimization have a more
positive attitude toward police, however. Interestingly, Blacks revealed that those with prior
victimization have a more positive attitude toward the police; this finding warrants further
investigation.
The social bond variables analyzed were commitment to school, involvement in
delinquency, and involvement in pro-social activities. Few existing studies have investigated the
relationship between commitment to school and attitudes toward the police (Flexon, Lurigio, &
Greenleaf, 2009). However, Agnew (2005) and Levy (2001) found that weak attachment to
school and poor relationships with teachers could generalize to more global antisocial values and
behaviors, creating hostile sentiments toward the police and other authority figures. It was
hypothesized in the present study that commitment to school will be statistically significant in
explaining juveniles’ attitudes toward the police (H2). The study’s results supports that
commitment to school is statistically significant in predicting attitudes toward the police, but
only for Blacks and Hispanics. In addition, commitment to school was found to be statistically
significant for the three racial groups in predicting attitudes, when race was used as a
dichotomous variable. As juveniles’ commitment to school increases, their attitudes toward
police are more likely to be positive.
Several studies assessing juvenile attitudes toward police have found that involvement in
delinquent activities are directly correlated with negative attitudes toward the police (Chapman,
1956; Giordano, 1976; Leiber et al., 1998; Cox & Falkenberg, 1987; Hurst & Frank, 2000;
Leiber et al. 1998; & Jackson, 2002). This study measured involvement in delinquency by
analyzing property crimes committed and crimes committed against other people. Taken
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together, it was hypothesized that involvement in delinquency would be a statistically significant
predictor of juveniles’ attitudes toward police (H1). The multivariate analysis confirms this
hypothesis for both measures of involvement in delinquency. Also for each racial group,
juveniles who have not committed property crimes or crimes against other people have a more
positive attitude toward police. Further analysis of crimes against persons show Whites and
Hispanics reported a statistically significant difference in means of attitudes toward police when
race and involvement in crimes against persons are taken into consideration. For Blacks, there is
no statistically significant difference in mean attitudes toward police for those that have
committed crimes against persons and those who have not.
No prior research was found on the relationship between involvement in pro-social
activities and attitudes toward the police. However, it was hypothesized that juveniles involved
in pro-social activities will have a positive attitude toward the police (H10). Study results do not
lend support to this hypothesis. Involvement in pro-social activities was not found to be
statistically significant in any of the multivariate analyses attitudes for any racial group. Whites
were the only group to report a statistically significant difference in mean attitudes toward police
when race and pro-social activities were taken into consideration.
There was a general hypothesis about the variables in the study. The hypothesis stated
that race, prior contact with police, involvement in delinquency, commitment to school, parental
authority, and self-esteem would explain the most variance of all variables included in analysis
(H17). This hypothesis failed to be proved by any of the multivariate analyses performed. From a
racial standpoint, the variables for each group that explained the most variance for attitudes
toward the police varied (Whites: age, involvement in delinquency, class, and prior contact;

164

Blacks: commitment to school and property crimes committed; and Hispanics: commitment to
school, age, involvement in delinquency, neighborhood safety, and respect for parental authority.
The variation in statistically significant independent variables across race categories hint at the
continued need for separate and comparative analyses of these different race categories.
This study employed two theories to explain juveniles’ attitudes toward the police, a form
of the conflict theory and then also social bond theory. It was hypothesized in reference to the
conflict theory that Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police will be less positive
when compared to Whites (H3) and that, as one’s class increases, their attitude toward the police
will become more positive (H4). Based on the conflict theory used in this study, police as agents
of official social control target minorities to maintain race and class control and protect the
hegemonic interests of dominant White society (Chambliss and Seidman 1982). The police
function as a structure to ensure that those in power can retain their status and to minimize the
potential threat from other groups (Chambliss & Seidman, 1982; Quinney, 1970; Turk, 1969;
Vold, 1958). The less powerful, (lower-class persons and minorities, for example) are scrutinized
and controlled much more frequently than others as agents of the state concentrate on protecting
the resources and values of the more powerful. As a result, Blacks and Hispanics’ attitudes
toward the police are more negative than Whites because they are more likely to come into
negative contact with the police. Multivariate analysis showed that Blacks and Hispanics’
attitudes are less positive than Whites, therefore supporting the first hypothesis. Additional
analyses show that Blacks have a higher rate of contact with the police than the other two groups.
As it relates to H4, as one’s class increases, their attitude toward the police becomes more
positive. In additional analyses, class was found to only negatively affect Blacks attitudes and
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not Hispanics when compared to Whites. Results finally show that, for both Hispanics and
Whites, as their class increases that their attitudes toward police become more positive.
In utilizing the social bond theory (Hirschi, 1969) this study looked at two of the four
components of the theory: commitment to conventional activities and involvement in
delinquency. Commitment to conventional activities refers to someone’s devotion to
conventional activities, such as getting an education. Hirschi (1969) found that the higher a teen
scored on school work, the less likely he/she was to have committed delinquent acts and the less
likely he/she was to have been picked up by the police. It was hypothesized that commitment to
school would be statistically significant in explaining attitudes toward police (H2). Results from
the study supported this hypothesis but only as it relates to Blacks and Hispanics. Commitment
to school was not found to be a statistically significant predictor of Whites attitudes toward the
police. In regards to involvement in delinquency, Hirschi (1969) believed if people are spending
their time engaged in some form of pro-social activity then they are not, by definition, spending
their time engaged in antisocial activity (the latter increasing the chances of coming into contact
with police). The results from the study’s analyses give support to the first hypothesis (H1:
Involvement in delinquency will be statistically significant in explaining juveniles’ attitudes
toward the police) in reference to involvement in delinquency. This finding applies to all three
racial groups in part (only for property crimes committed in the case of Blacks however).
Finally, this study adds new insight to the literature on juveniles’ attitudes toward the
police. Unlike other studies, this project looked at independent variables that have not received
much attention in previous research on the topic, such as juveniles’ prior victimization and
neighborhood characteristics, as noted by Hurst and Frank (2000). In addition, this project
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updates the limited research that has been conducted that analyzes the effect of social institutions
on juveniles’ attitudes toward police. Specifically, this project adds and updates the literature as
it relates to commitment to school and involvement in delinquent activity. Further, the project
adds to the sparse knowledge on whether respect for parental authority affects minority
juveniles’ attitudes toward the police. In addition, this study analyzed mediating variables that
have received little attention in prior research: self-esteem and involvement in pro-social
activities. As a result, new information is added to our existing knowledge about juveniles’
attitudes toward the police. More importantly, very little is known about minorities’ attitudes
toward the police, and specifically, whether what we know about factors that shape attitudinal
similarities and differences between Whites and African Americans can be applied to Hispanics.
This study begins to fill this void in our race-based knowledge.
Although there are many contributions of this study, there are limitations to it as well.
The sample used for the study only includes the responses of students enrolled in the public
schools where the surveys were administered. Therefore, students in private, detention,
alternative schools, or students who may have dropped out of school are excluded from this
study. Due to the locations where the sample was drawn, it is also not representative of students
across the nations and national generalizations cannot be made. From a data perspective as well,
the data used were not designed with my purpose in mind (i.e., determining the foundations of
African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police). The size of the
sample is a limitation of the study as well. Specifically, the number of Blacks (n = 162) in the
study was low due to the locations of data was gathered collection. Since the study uses
secondary data (i.e., collected by and for someone for another purpose), no new or differently
measured variables could be created for this study. This study also has a limitation that has
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plagued almost all other existing research on public attitudes toward the police: it examined
citizen-related factors, such as citizens’ demographic characteristics, experiences, and
neighborhood contexts. No matter how complicated such studies may be, they tend to reveal only
half of the picture. For example, they reveal the public or citizens’ side of the story, while
ignoring the other half of the picture: the police side. In addition, while some previous research
and this current study did examine the role that police-citizen contacts play in shaping juveniles’
attitudes of the police, many other factors, such as: officers’ demeanor during police-citizen
encounters, officers’ perceptions of the public, police training for community policing
(especially as it relates to dealing with minority communities), departmental policies, strategies
for policing, and police culture were not included but need to be considered. No research project
is complete, however. Putting aside these limitations, results of this the project will advance the
literature on African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
Future research on race and attitudes toward police should adopt my method of
separating minority groups into distinct categories. By doing this, results show that there are very
distinct differences in what affects Black and Hispanic juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
Interestingly, based on this study’s results one can draw the conclusion that there are glaring
similarities between what affects Hispanic and White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police but
there is evidence that these groups are not the same either. An in-depth, multi-method analysis
that examines both the mean differences in attitudes across racial categories and accesses the
effect of race as an independent variable in linear regression models led to more nuanced
findings

on

racial

attitudes

toward

the

police.
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Race is one of the most powerful variables explaining the public’s attitudes toward the
police. The majority of studies on race and attitudes toward the police have explored differences
between African Americans and Whites. The emphasis of previous research on Black-White
comparisons has left unanswered many questions about minority group differences in attitudes
toward the police, especially differences between Latinos and African Americans. With the
usage

of

secondary

data

(“Outcome

Evaluation

of

the

Teens,

Crime,

and

the

Community/Community Works (TCC/CW) Training Program in Nine Cities across Four States,
2004-2005), this study determined which independent variables (race, age, gender, class, self
esteem, prior victimization, contact with police, neighborhood context, parental authority,
commitment to school, involvement in delinquent activity, and involvement on pro-social
activities) affected African American, Hispanic, and White juveniles’ attitudes toward the police.
To access how well these variables predict the attitudes of these three groups, a dependent
variable (attitudes toward police) was created from a composite of five attitudinal questions. The
results from this study will be significant because it will: (1) add and update the literature on this
topic, (2) determine whether there are similarities or differences in overall attitudes toward police
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and whether there are similarities or differences in what affects the attitudes of minorities
(specifically, African Americans and Hispanics) toward police, and (3) will add an analysis of
the attitudes of Hispanics, one of the largest and fastest growing minority populations in the U.S.
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